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Abstract
Introduction: This project explored ways to generate knowledge and use best practices when
disseminating research findings. Having effective ways to share research-based information with
Early Intervention (EI) Providers is important so that they can improve practices.
Methods: To finalize this project, I reviewed the Feeding Matters branding (style and
organizational-based) guidelines, the Early Intervention (EI) data from a previous survey that
was sent to EI providers in 2018, a report card that graded EI programs based on their past
survey responses, identified resources and recommendations for EI provider-based action steps,
made evidence-based suggestions for future survey use and created a landing page (website) for
Feeding Matters that contained information about 33 states’ progress on pediatric feeding
disorders (PFD) service-related inclusion criteria. To understand the degree to which I
successfully communicated the desired project outcomes, I used two surveys titled “How the
report card met the Feeding Matters criteria” and “How the landing page met the Feeding
Matters criteria”.
Results: 40-80% of staff respondents strongly agreed or agreed that the EI Report card met
specified criteria and 50% strongly agreed that the landing page met specified criteria. Staff
identified the following themes about what could be improved: Putting information in laymen’s
terms and including their PFDICD-10 tool kit, and a visual explaining the Advocate, Initiate, and
Mobilize (AIM) Scale on the landing page.
Implications: The report card and landing page met enough of the criteria to be presented
publicly and will be updated and used in the future to educate EI providers about what is being
used across the 33 states to qualify children for PFD services.
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Introduction
The early intervention (EI) team works with children ages birth to five to ensure that
children can engage in occupations such as play, dressing, feeding, and other activities (Clark &
Kingsley, 2020). The early intervention team is comprised of health care professionals from
different disciplines, such as occupational therapists, physical therapists, speech-language
pathologists, case/social workers, teachers, and the children and their families. Early intervention
providers assist children with the development of motor skills to help improve everyday
activities. They also support fine motor movements such as reach, grasp, object manipulation,
tool use, and visual motor skills to enhance the activity for participation (Clark, 2020).
Early intervention providers can screen, evaluate, and do assessments for children with
feeding difficulties. One of the goals for early intervention providers is to prevent long-term
disability and reduce the burden on the healthcare system by addressing issues affecting
childhood developmental issues (Early Childhood Technical Assistance Center, 2021).
Researcher indicates that the earlier children receive care, the better their developmental
outcomes will be (Goode, Diefendorf, & Colgan, 2011).
Feeding problems are complex, and different factors contribute to feeding difficulties,
such as physiological impairment, reinforcement of inappropriate feeding behaviors by
caregivers, cognitive and behavioral abnormalities, hypersensitivity or hyposensitivity to sensory
stimuli such as taste, smells, and texture of foods, and gastrointestinal (GI) disorders like
gastroesophageal reflux (Boggs & Ferguson, 2016). Children diagnosed with feeding difficulties
may face several health problems due to inadequate nutritional intake; this requires increased
attention from parents and caregivers to ensure the children meet their developmental milestones
(Benson et al., 2013).
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Effective research-generated knowledge is vital for early intervention providers to
improve practice and ensure adequate care. Sharing information across different EI programs is
imperative so that providers can stay up to date with relevant and current research to best support
children’s learning skills. When sharing research findings, it’s critical to include methods
encompassing the organization’s culture to support the likelihood of their adopting evidencebased practices. (Clark et al., 2013). Researchers indicate the importance of bridging the gap
between research and practice. The “translation gap” is often due to ineffective dissemination
(Byrne, 2001).
Before I began a 14-week doctoral capstone project with the Feeding Matters
organization, I completed a scoping review (See Appendix A) to learn the best practices for
disseminating research findings to early intervention teams working with children with pediatric
feeding disorders (PFD). The scoping review taught me the importance of considering the target
audience, translating health-related knowledge into practice, and strategies and tools used to
disseminate research findings.
Feeding Matters was established in 2006, as the first organization in the world to unite
the concerns of families with different leading advocates, experts, and allied healthcare
professionals to improve the system of care when addressing pediatric feeding disorders
(Feeding Matter, n.d). The Feeding Matters organization works on strategies to address the
concerns of families with children with various feeding difficulties. The organization moves to
advocate, educate, and support current and future research to support families and healthcare
professionals working with children diagnosed with feeding challenges.

7

Aims
This project aims to share research-based information about PFD to meet Feeding
Matters standards and educate EI providers, leading them to act on feeding-related issues. To
meet the aim of this project, it's essential to first identify the best practices for disseminating
research results to early intervention health care providers working with children diagnosed with
pediatric feeding disorders (PFD).
Significance
Disseminating research findings is particularly important when considering the different
characteristics of an audience by shaping the research findings in a way EI providers can
understand. When attempting to share knowledge or evidence-based information, it is crucial to
consider the factors associated with successful integration. Based on a needs assessment (see
Appendix B), Feeding Matters identified a desire for me to create an early intervention report
card and share results from a survey that was administered in 2018 to different EI program
representatives and providers. They also reported wanting me to create a website landing page
for all early intervention providers where Feeding Matters could share information about the
criteria for pediatric feeding disorders used by different states.
Approach
Prior to gathering information from Feeding Matters staff about whether I met their
project-related needs, I completed and submitted an Institutional Review Board (IRB)
application containing staff flyers, two survey questionnaires, and a consent form (See Appendix
G). The IRB deemed this project as a quality improvement project.
The project’s primary stakeholders were the individuals receiving the information on the
EI report card, such as the families of children with PFD and the EI providers across the United
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States. I created the following products for Feeding Matters using an evidence-based process: the
early intervention report card (EI report card), a landing page (website), and a revised version of
the 2018 survey.
To create these products, I was required to attend meetings, review the Feeding Matters
guidelines, and survey the staff. When creating the report card and landing page, I reviewed the
Feeding Matters website resources and library to assess Feeding Matters guidelines for research,
their branding guidelines, information about the target audience/stakeholders, and different
methods the organization uses to disseminate information. After reviewing the literature and
understanding Feeding Matters, I created a visual model entitled “Dissemination options and
resources” (See Figure 1). Then used that visual model when having discussions with Feeding
Matters staff about the strategies they could use in the future for sharing research-based
information with EI providers.
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Figure 1
Dissemination options and resources

Note. The figure above illustrates resources the organization uses to share information
and what can be used for the project.
EI Report Card
I collaborated with my Feeding Matters mentor to write up the information that would go
on the report card from the 2018 survey responses. This process involved reviewing the raw data
stored on an excel sheet and creating visual representations of the data using pie charts and bar
graphs that illustrated the EI representatives’ responses. Based on that data analysis, I created the
Advocate, Initiate, and Mobilize (AIM) scale that shows the status of EI programs from each
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state on key feeding-related benchmarks. The scale created in the report card was then used on
the landing page. Once that information was put together, the visuals for the report card were
created, I also collaborated with another member of the feeding matters organization to create a
handout version of the report card. We used a Canva template to create a more digestible
handout for health care providers and families to use as an educational tool in PFD.
Landing Page
To create the landing page, I started with a mock template on a Word document to get a
visual of what would go on the page and an idea of how the layout would look when presented.
The idea for the landing page was to have a map of the United States and use the branding colors
of Feeding Matters to indicate where states ranked according to the AIM’s scale by having
different shades of those colors representing the highest to the lowest ranking of the state. So,
when someone would access the landing page and click on their state, there would be a pop-up of
how each EI service program responded to the survey questions. Another idea was to include a
table at the bottom of the landing page that showed the overall responses of the 2018 survey and
what each state EI representative answered to the survey questions. The landing page also had a
link to the early intervention report card and the new survey sent out for EI representatives.
Feeding Matters staff survey
I reviewed guidelines for developing survey questions in order to revise the 2018 survey.
Because Feeding Matters wanted to use the AIM’s scale in future surveys, I made revisions by
replacing open-ended with yes/no questions. That way, states could be rated more easily with
AIM’s scale in the future.
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Outcome Measurement Tools
To determine the effectiveness of the products created during this project I surveyed the Feeding
Matters staff. I presented the early intervention report card in a team meeting and explained the report
card before emailing the survey to the staff. I also shared a landing page link and introduced it to the
team before gathering further information on how to improve the page. Receiving feedback from the
Feeding Matters staff was necessary in order to determine whether the report card and landing page
followed the branding guidelines and captured the overall message of the raw data from the previous
survey. The feedback from the team also helped me assess whether there was any other information I
would need for the EI report card and landing page to ensure its usefulness as a resource to EI providers.
I created two surveys (entitled “How the Report Card Met Feeding Matters Criteria” and “How
the Landing Page met Feeding Matters Criteria”) that included Likert-type and open-ended questions
(see Appendix C). When developing the surveys, I made revisions based on my peers, mentors, and
faculty feedback. One survey’s questions focused on the branding guidelines of the EI report card and
the landing page, while the other addressed the functionality of the landing page from the user’s
perspective. The two surveys were sent to the Feeding Matters’ digital outreach team and members of
the Power of Two Program (a family connections resource provided by Feeding Matters).
Results
Five staff members responded to the “How the Report Card Met Feeding Matters
Criteria” survey to understand whether or not I shared and communicated the EI report card data
appropriately. Most respondents (n=4) stated that the EI report card raises awareness about
pediatric feeding disorder (PFD) and that the assessment/screening captures feeding issues.
However, (n=1) respondents stated to include PFD in the objective of the EI report card. Staff
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reported they wanted to find a way to include the PFD tool kit, using laymen’s terms in the result
section primarily when referring to the bar graph, explaining the diagnosis such as
Avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder (ARFID), Dysphagia, aspiration, in response to
questions about things missing in the EI report card.
The survey results indicate that 80% of the staff strongly agree that the EI report card
color palette meets the branding guidelines. While 60% of the staff strongly agree that image
consistency/inclusivity met the branding guidelines, 100% strongly agree that the EI report card
logo meets the branding guidelines. Survey results show that 80% of the staff agree the report
card was defined and explained in a way it’s easily understood, and 60% of the information in
the EI report card was appropriately communicated. Meanwhile, 40% of the staff agreed the
information was properly represented visually, and 60% of the staff agreed the information
provided in the EI report card would be helpful for EI programs in different states.
Figure 2
How The Report Card Met Feeding Matters Criteria
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Number of Respondents

4

Strongly Disagree 4

3

2

1

0
Information was
communicated
clearly to the
target audience.

The visual
information was
accurately
represented.

The report card
was
defined/explained.

The information is
helpful in EI
program.

Survey Questions

Logo meets the
branding
guidelines.

Color palette
meets the
branding
guidelines.

Image consistence
meets the
branding
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Note. There was a total of five respondents to the survey and no respondents reported Strongly
disagree on any of the criteria of the survey.
Four staff members responded to the survey, “How the Landing Page met Feeding Matters
Criteria,” (see Figure 3). The survey results showed that 50% of the staff strongly agreed that the
landing page captured information EI providers require about PFD, and 50% disagreed. While
50% of the staff strongly agreed that the landing page was user-friend and easily understood, and
50% disagreed. Results also showed that 50% of the staff agreed that the information on the
landing page was easily readable and decipherable. Lastly, 75% of the staff agreed that the report
card and PFD information were easily accessible on the landing page.
In response to the open-ended question, “is there anything missing on the landing page that
needs to be added” staff members responded to consider adding a link that defines PFD prior to
seeing the EI- report card and survey link and making it visible before the EI report card and
survey link. Staff also reported that it would be helpful to indicate that PFD is not a qualifying
diagnosis yet because when the survey was sent out there was no clear definition of PFD.
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Figure 3
How The Landing Page met Feeding Matters Criteria
3

Strongly Agree 1
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EI report card/PFD information is easy to
access i n the landing page

Survey Questions

Note. There was a total of four respondents to the survey and no respondents reported Strongly
disagree on any of the criteria of the survey.
Implications
The report card and landing page have met enough of the Feeding Matters criteria to be
presented publicly. This means that Feeding Matters’ staff felt that the report card and landing
page explained the information obtained from the 2018 survey in a way that met their branding
criteria and would be understandable to the stakeholders. Both these resources can be used as an
educational tool by the Feeding Matters organization for their stakeholders, and EI providers can
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evaluate their programs and assess where they rank compared to other EI programs from
different states.
The EI report card and landing page will benefit many Early Intervention providers, such
as speech and language pathologists (SLP), physical therapists (PT), occupational therapists
(OT), psychologists, teachers, and social/case managers serving children with PFD. These
providers can use the landing page as a resource to see the status of their state’s EI program
when providing intervention and treatments to children with PFD and understand their EI
programs’ current progress toward addressing feeding-related issues. New graduates Those new
to EI programming, like recent graduates who want to know how programs in their state perform
and the amount of progress that’s been made across different states, may also benefit from these
newly created resources.
The survey sent out in 2018 was the starting point to better understanding EI programs
and how they address pediatric feeding disorders. Once modifications are made to the 2018
survey, the Feeding Matters team will be able to send out a new survey to determine if states
have utilized the information from the landing page that I created. The organization can evaluate
if different EI programs are using the current definition of PFD and whether the programs have
changed according to how they were ranked. This new survey data will ultimately help Feeding
Matters determine if they are achieving their mission for this project to ensure providers use
evidence-based assessment and PFD interventions and ensure that EI providers have the
necessary knowledge to serve as Feeding specialists and provide care to children with PFD.
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Conclusion
By the end of the 14-week doctoral capstone experience, I met the project’s aim: to help
Feeding Matters share research-based information about PFD with EI providers. Feeding Matters
now has two educational resources (the report card and landing page) that they can share with EI
programs from different states. Feeding Matters will use what they learned from this capstone
project to create a new survey that can be administered to all 50 states with the hopes of gaining
additional information from EI providers that can be shared in the future so that providers can
better serve children with PFD. In the future, Feeding Matters will be able to use the revised
survey to understand better whether EI programs are using PFD definitions to determine the
children who get feeding services, what screening/assessment tools, if any, programs are using to
evaluate children’s feeding issues, and the educational criteria they use to qualify their feeding
specialists.
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Appendix A: Scoping Review
Using research dissemination models to support early intervention providers of children
with feeding disorders: A scoping review
Abstract
Introduction: This scoping review research aims to find effective ways to generate knowledge
and best practices for disseminating research findings. Understanding the best form of sharing
research findings is an excellent resource for interprofessional providers working with children
diagnosed with feeding disorders.
Methods: This review was conducted in 2021, and the research question was identified using the
PICO question format. There were four databases utilized to help identify the literature search,
such as CINAHL Plus Full Text, PubMed, Google Scholar, and American Journal of
Occupational Therapy. There was a total of 15 articles included in this scoping review.
Results: Of the 15 chosen articles, the level of evidence varied from Level I to Level VII. Many
of the articles were Level I (n=6) followed by Level VI (n=4), shown in table 4 of the levels of
evidence. The following four themes emerged from the evidence about sharing information:
Framing messages according to the target audience, getting a better understanding of health
knowledge translation, identifying effective ways of disseminating research findings, and
recognizing the most effective form of disseminating research.
Conclusion: There are some research limitations and gaps that are needed to help improve this
field. Understanding effective and ineffective ways of sharing research findings are essential to
help improve the best methods of disseminating research findings.

Keywords: Disseminating qualitative research results; disseminating research; feeding disorders/
feeding challenges; disseminating qualitative research results; delivery of healthcare; early
interventions.
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Introduction
When sharing research, it is crucial to look at the context encompassing an organization's
culture to support or hinder the likelihood of adopting evidence-based practices (Clark, Park &
Burke, 2013). When disseminating qualitative research, it is also essential to consider different
learning styles amongst the stakeholders. Effective dissemination of research-generated
knowledge is vital for researchers to increase their interventions to improve practice and more
effective care for clients (Clark et al., 2013).
Early intervention for children is from birth to five years old. For children that need
assistance, occupational therapists can work with them with eating, dressing, play, learning,
social participation, rest and sleep, and chores (Clark, 2020). Early intervention providers assist
children with the development of motor skills to help improve everyday activities. They also
support fine motor movements such as reach, grasp, object manipulation, tool use, and visual
motor skills to enhance activity participation (Clark, 2020).
This scoping review aims to identify the best practices for disseminating qualitative
research results to early intervention health care providers working with children with feeding
difficulties or feeding disorders. Thus far, there has not been a scoping review that examines the
best practices for disseminating research findings to early intervention providers working with
children diagnosed with feeding difficulty. Various factors impact the dissemination plan, such
as the nature of the research and the target audience receiving the message (Sainty, 2019).
Disseminating qualitative research fundamentally impacts interdisciplinary teams within the
health care field to provide better care and services to children and their families.
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Feeding problems are complex. Different factors contribute to feeding difficulty, such as
physiological impairment, reinforcement of inappropriate feeding behaviors by caregivers,
cognitive and behavioral abnormalities, hypersensitivity, or hyposensitivity to sensory stimuli
such as taste, smells, and texture of foods, and gastrointestinal (GI) disorders like
gastroesophageal reflux (Boggs & Ferguson, 2016). Children diagnosed with feeding difficulties
may face several health problems due to inadequate nutritional intake requiring increased
attention from parents and caregivers to ensure they meet their milestones (Benson, Parke,
Gannon & Muñoz,2013).
Methods
A literature review was conducted using CINAHL Plus Full Text, PubMed, Google
Scholar (scholar.google.com), and the American Journal of Occupational Therapy (AJOT.org).
Articles were included when conducting these searches if they were primary evidence, scholarly
articles, or grey literature. The research question to identify the articles is What are best practices
for disseminating qualitative research results to early intervention healthcare providers working
with children with feeding disorders? An advanced search was completed, and there were up to
twenty-five articles included. Of that twenty-five, fifteen articles were chosen from the initial
appraisal and three critical appraisals. The fifteen articles selected were relevant to identifying
evidence-based illustrations about disseminating qualitative research findings and strategies for
effective dissemination in research for healthcare providers.
For the critical appraisal process, there were two research review studies and one conceptual
or theoretical article selected as relevant to the research question. Several themes emerged from
both the critical and initial appraisals. Different factors were considered when choosing the
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critical appraisal article, such as other forms of research, the best form of disseminating research
findings, and non-research results.
Inclusion/ Exclusion
The initial selection of these articles relied on the quality of the evidence and the
relevance of the articles in the dissemination of research, implementation sciences, and
healthcare delivery. Selecting strong evidence was essential for the critical appraisals. Search
parameters included: article published in the last 5-10 years, custom range time frame, peerreviewed journal, free full-text, and relevance to the research question based on the article title.
The following keywords were used to find relevant sources: Disseminating qualitative
research results, disseminating research, early interventions, feeding disorders/ feeding
challenges, disseminating qualitative research results, and delivery of healthcare. Inclusion
criteria for articles or resources for this scoping review were dissemination of research findings,
the inclusion of the early intervention team, implementation of research and knowledge
translation, identification of translation gaps of effective and ineffective research dissemination,
the relevance of disseminating framework, and tools for disseminating information shown in
table 2 and 3. In addition, various populations, audiences, and recommendations for
disseminating knowledge were also included.
This scoping review identified the importance of addressing research dissemination and
the effectiveness of the dissemination in health research. Many themes emerged from the search;
however, the four final themes were framing messages according to the target audience,
understanding health knowledge translation, identifying effective ways of disseminating research
findings, and recognizing the most effective form of disseminating research.
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Despite the extensive search, there were limitations, such as combining qualitative
research dissemination and early intervention interprofessional teams. During the investigation,
the keywords for the search had to be rephrased several times to expand the search. However, the
research gap is finding a way to tie early intervention providers and dissemination of research.
Different articles focused on disseminating research findings, but many of the articles were
geared toward healthcare professionals working with older adults, and there were enough
evidence-based articles for early intervention providers, but there are not enough articles that
discuss sharing findings for early intervention teams.
The approaches taken to help identify valuable resources are: Using peer-reviewed
articles, either E-journal or journal publications, relevant to disseminating framework, tools that
are useful to disseminating, different populations, audiences, and recommendations for sharing
knowledge, understanding knowledge translation and translation gap of current practices, and the
importance of Dissemination and implementation research and knowledge translation.

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS
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Identification

Table 1: Identification of studies

CINAHL Plus with
Full Text

Studies selected (n=6)

Total Yield articles (n =88)

PubMed
Records screened total
(n = 21,400)

Screening

Google Scholar
Reports sought for retrieval
(n = 17,800)

Total articles selected (n =3)

Total articles selected (n =5)

AJOT

Included

Reports assessed for eligibility
(n = 200)

Studies included in review
(n = 15)
Reports of included studies
(n = 9)

Table 1: Identification of studies

Total articles selected (n =2)

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

25

Table 2 Database Search Log
Filter

Search Terms

Yield/Included

CINAHL+ Database
2000-2021;
Full Text;
Peer
Reviewed
Journal

Disseminating and presenting qualitative research findings)

50/3

2000-2018;
Full Text;
Peer
Reviewed
Journal

Health care professionals AND research dissemination

33/3

2000-2018

Early intervention AND Research dissemination

5/0

PubMed Database
5 years; Freefull text

Disseminating research

21,247/1

5 years; Freefull text

(Disseminating research finding) AND (healthcare
workers)

704/0

5 years;
Reviewed;
Free-full text

Delivery of health care AND Implementation science AND
Dissemination and Implementation Science

199/2

5 years;
Reviewed;
Free-full text

(Feeding challenges) AND (Research) AND (children)

49/0

NOTE: Table with different search method and databases used.
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Search Terms
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Yield/Included

Google Scholarly
2015-2021;
Sorted by
relevance
Since 2017
2002-2021

Dissemination of research finding

1240/2

dissemination of qualitative research finding

23,200/0

dissemination of qualitative research finding and early
intervention

17,800/3

AJOT
No Filters

Dissemination research finding in early intervention

60/0

No Filters

Dissemination research finding

132/1

No Filters

Dissemination research in interprofessional teams

22/0

Feeding challenges early intervention Team

47/1

No Filters

Note: The alternative search log and key words and data bases used to find articles.

Article selection
Of the fifteen articles, there were no articles that answered the entire question. The
articles selected for this process answered a portion of the research question. The article
publication dates ranged from 2001- 2020, with most of the articles (n=8) between 2001-2013.
The levels of evidence varied from Level I to Level VII. Resources from Byrne (2001)
and Laura et al. (2020) were of expert opinion. There were no articles that were Level II, Level
III, and level V, meaning there were no quasi-experimental, meta-synthesis articles. The majority
of the articles were Level I (n=6) followed by Level VI (n=4), shown in Table 4 of the levels of
evidence.
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Table 4
Level of Evidence
Level of

Number of

Name of the First Author & Year

Evidence

Articles

Level I

6

Brownson, 2018; Clark, 2020; Coomarasamy, 2001;
Haywood, 2019; Hansen, 2017; Holtrop, 2018; Kerner, 2017

Level II

0

------

Level III

0

------

Level IV

2

Luks, 2009; Puga, 2013

Level V

0

-----

Level VI

4

Proctor, 2017, Smith, 2001, Sofaer, 2002, Tabak, 2013

Level VII

2

Byrne, 2001, Laura, 2020

Note: the level of evidence in all the articles and resources used in this database search.

Of the fifteen chosen articles, nine articles answered more than one part of the scoping
review question. There was an examination of where the study was conducted or the origin of the
authors who published the research findings to identify the possible location of each article.
There were at least seven studies within the United States. Two articles occurred in St. Louis,
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MO (Tabak et al., 2013) and (Brownson et al., 2018). One took place in Birmingham, AL (Puga
et al., 2013), and one was in Iowa (Clark et al., 2020). Another article was in Chicago (Haywood
et al., 2019), another was in Washington, DC (Kerner et al., 2017), and one was in Denver, Co
(Holtrop et al., 2018). Lastly, only one was outside the United States in Birmingham, UK
(Coomarasamy et al., 2001), and only one was in an unidentified location (Byrne, 2001).
Summarizing

Studies indicate that disseminating research findings is essential to increase knowledge
translation. To reach the target audience and ensure comprehension, it is important to consider
audience characteristics and shape the research findings accordingly. When trying to spread
knowledge or evidence-based intervention, it is essential to consider the factors associated with
successful integration.

Results
The approaches taken to help identify valuable resources are: Using peer-reviewed
articles, either E-journal or journal publications, relevant to disseminating framework, tools that
are useful to disseminating, different populations, audiences, and recommendations for sharing
knowledge, understanding knowledge translation and translation gap of current practices, and the
importance of Dissemination and implementation research and knowledge translation.
During the literature search, there were fifteen relevant articles identified. There were four
primary research studies, five reviews of research, and four theoretical studies: survey research,
expert opinion of disseminating research, qualitative analysis, and systemic review. The levels of
evidence varied from Level I to Level VII. In addition, two grey literature articles were included
further to discuss patient stakeholder engagement and dissemination of research findings.
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Thematic Analysis
There were four themes identified describing the best practices of sharing research findings:
(a) understanding target audience; (b) health knowledge translation; (c) effective ways of
disseminating research findings; (d) strategies and tools of disseminating research findings
shown in Table 5.

Theme 1: Understanding target audience. One of the themes that emerged during the literature
search was obtaining a better understanding of the target audience. some of the studies (n=10)
articles discussed the importance of understanding the audience's characteristics and how that
shapes the dissemination of research findings (Brownson et al., 2018; Byrne, 2001;
Coomarasamy et al., 2001; Haywood et al., 2019; Holtrop et al., 2018; Kerner et al., 2017; Laura
et al., 2020; Tabak et al., 2013; Sofaer, 2002; Smith et al., 2001) shown in Table 5. Many of the
articles (n=9) discussed the importance of framing the message to consider the audience for
dissemination. The primary objective of an appropriate dissemination strategy when
disseminating research findings is to find a way to appeal to the target audience (Brownson et al.,
2018). There are different forms of communicating research findings as indicated by research.
Public health practitioners utilize journals for day-to-day work. News media such as radios, TV,
and newspaper are effective ways of framing public health issues by discussing topics as
newsworthy (Brownson et al., 2018).

Theme 2: Health knowledge translation. The second theme focused on health knowledge
translation. This theme is fundamental because it focuses on utilizing health knowledge
translation to patients and clients (Haywood et al., 2019; Holtrop et al., 2018; Kerner et al., 2017;
Tabak et al., 2013; Laura et al., 2020). shown in Table 5 There are a variety of reasons why
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health knowledge translation is essential, especially regarding patient engagement (Haywood et
al., 2019). Authors suggest a lack of standardized or well-accepted terminology for terms such as
"diffusion, dissemination, knowledge transfer, and knowledge exchange, the frequent use of the
terms translational research" (Kerner et al., 2017, pg.2). The research translation process is
essential when considering the source, message, target audience, and research dissemination
process (Laura et al., 2020).

Theme 3: Effective ways of disseminating research findings. Research findings indicate that
verbal dissemination and written dissemination are the most effective ways of disseminating
research findings. The article that supports these findings of this theme are, (Brownson et al.,
2018; Coomarasamy et al., 2001; Hansen et al. 2017; Holtrop et al., 2018; Kerner et al., 2017;
Laura et al., 2020) see Table 5 for a list of evidence. Identifying effective methods of
dissemination is essential. It is imperative to develop the dissemination plan early to ensure
engagement with stakeholders and present the information in a way that connects better with the
audience (Brownson et al., 2018). Effective implementation and dissemination include retaining
the core elements to the message. However, it is also essential to create the best fit for different
settings (Holtrop et al., 2018).
Theme 4: Strategies/tools of disseminating research findings. The fourth theme identified
during this search process included the use of strategies and tools of dissemination. Two of the
strategies include written and verbal dissemination. Written dissemination includes the use of
journals, articles, and newsletters. While verbal dissemination includes webinars, discussions,
presentations, and one-to-one meetings. (Brownson et al., 2018, Byrne, 2001, Coomarasamy et
al., 2001; Haywood et al., 2019; Hansen et al. 2017; Laura et al., 2020) shown in table 5.
Utilizing resources and tools for disseminating research findings is an integral part of the
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dissemination process. Knowledge translation includes different forms of disseminating
knowledge to spread the information. When considering dissemination, researchers have many
resources to access a large audience with resources such as social media, issue or policy briefs,
one-on-one meetings, workshops, and seminars (Brownson et al., 2018). The study by Brownson
et al. (2018) explains that one of the main ways for practitioners to get research information is by
utilizing workshops/seminars. Other forms of dissemination include completing written
dissemination or verbal dissemination; many professional research conferences often consist of
10 to 90-minute presentations (Byrne, 2001).

Table 5
Theme Identification
Theme

Number of

Name of the First Author & Year

Articles
Understanding

10

(Brownson, 2018; Byrne, 2001; Coomarasamy, 2001;
Haywood, 2019; Holtrop, 2018; Kerner, 2017; Tabak,
2013; Sofaer, 2002; Smith, 2001; Laura, 2020)

5

(Haywood, 2019; Holtrop, 2018; Kerner, 2017; Tabak,
2013; Laura, 2020)

6

(Hansen, 2017; Laura, 2020; Kerner, 2017; Brownson,
2018; Coomarasamy, 2001; Holtrop, 2018)

target audience
Health knowledge
translation
Effective ways of
disseminating
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Effective ways of

6
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(Brownson, 2018; Byrne, 2001; Coomarasamy, 2001;
Haywood, 2019; Hansen, 2017; Laura, 2020)

disseminating

Discussion
This scoping review aims to identify the best practices for disseminating qualitative
research results to understand the best form of communication for early intervention providers.
Some limitations are finding and sharing qualitative research results with early intervention
providers working with children with feeding disorders during the research. However, there has
been extensive research on healthcare providers and the public. Some key takeaways identified
are different resources and tools for disseminating research findings are an integral part of the
dissemination process. Knowledge translation includes other forms of disseminating knowledge
to spread the information. When considering dissemination, researchers have various resources
to access a large audience, such as social media, issue or policy briefs, one-on-one meetings,
workshops, and seminars (Brownson et al., 2018). The study by Brownson et al. (2018) explains
that one of the main ways practitioners get research information is by utilizing
workshops/seminars.
Implications
The findings of this scoping review are an essential tool for education for early intervention
providers working with children diagnosed with feeding difficulties. The conclusion drawn from
this scoping review is that there are different forms of effective dissemination and various ways
of sharing knowledge to help health care professionals, educators, social workers, and caregivers
for children participating in the early intervention program.
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The literature appraisal noted several limitations and research gaps when this study was
conducted. The main limitation in current studies is a gap in research when obtaining
information about early intervention providers and the best practices for research dissemination.
Since there is a lack of research about early intervention providers, there is also a lack of
information about interdisciplinary teams within the early intervention setting.
Despite those limitations, the articles identified were a helpful resource to answer the scoping
review question. Each article identified specific components and provided important information
about different forms of disseminating knowledge, acknowledging the target audience, and
understanding different communicational approaches to spreading knowledge. It's also essential
to address research dissemination and implementation and use other terms like knowledge
translation, knowledge exchange, and knowledge utilization.
Limitation
Another limitation was the inability to find a way to tie qualitative research dissemination
and early intervention interprofessional teams. The articles chosen for this scoping review
provided essential information about disseminating knowledge. However, there is a gap in the
literature of scholarly articles encompassing the entire scoping review question. There were
various articles about sharing research findings. However, many articles were geared toward
healthcare professionals working with older adults. It should be noted that there is a lack of
evidence-based research for disseminating qualitative research findings for early intervention
providers. Another possible problem with this review is that there is only one person researching,
reading, appraising, and analyzing the articles.
During the literature appraisal, several limitations were noted, such as the lack of information
about early intervention providers and how to incorporate implementation in this scoping review.
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Some of the articles did not have a sample size since they discussed the best form of
dissemination and tools that could be utilized for disseminating research. There is also a lack of
information about interdisciplinary healthcare professionals and the best form of sharing
knowledge.
Recommendations
Based on the scoping review results, recommendations can be made to improve
disseminating qualitative research findings for the early intervention providers. One suggestion
from the research findings are that dissemination research should involve interdisciplinary
cooperation and transdisciplinary collaboration (Kerner et al., 2017). This is important because
various research studies currently cover the importance of disseminating research findings and
specific professions for sharing research findings. Future recommendations would be beneficial
to conduct research examining the best practices for disseminating research findings.
It is recommended that future research of knowledge dissemination among non-academic
audiences such as practitioners, schoolteachers, social workers, and healthcare providers is
completed. There needs to be more specific research covering the best practices of effective
dissemination.
Conclusion
The scoping review provides a large selection of relevant literature. Various articles
ranged from 2001 - 2020. After completing this scoping review, many of the articles (n=9)
answered most of the question. With nine articles discussing the main research question, there
were a total of four themes identified. Those themes identified the target audience as an essential
part of research dissemination because it is necessary to know the target audience’s
characteristics. The second theme was about health knowledge translation, which was vital in
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understanding the most helpful way healthcare providers communicate with patients. This
component also answered part of the question about disseminating knowledge for health care
professionals. The third theme identified was establishing effective ways of disseminating
research findings, as there are effective and ineffective ways to share research. Therefore, it is
essential to know what works for different populations. Lastly, the fourth theme identified for
this scoping review included strategies and tools for disseminating research findings. This is an
integral part of the scoping review because this provides information about the best resources to
utilize when sharing qualitative research findings.
The literature also revealed a unique opportunity for Occupational Therapists because the
three critical appraisals identify different forms of sharing knowledge and the best practices to
bridge the gap in research translation. Dissemination of research is a helpful tool to address
knowledge translation. It outlines a transparent form of dissemination among nonacademic
audiences, which can help gear knowledge translation to a larger target audience. Research
indicates that when sharing knowledge with practitioners, effective ways of reaching this
audience, seminars or workshops, and briefs are recommended. There are also other things to
consider, such as time frames and different forms of dissemination.
The articles selected in this scoping review provided evidence for the best practices of
disseminating knowledge, understanding ineffective dissemination, and recognizing various
forms and tools of delivering dissemination. Understanding the target audience is a crucial
component of communicating the message. It is essential to consider multiple audience
characteristics and shape the conclusions so that providers can understand the research. When
distributing to a larger population, evidence-based research and interventions is vital to integrate
and deliver the message to the target audience successfully. Different tools for disseminating
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knowledge depend on the approaches used when communicating research findings. Identifying
the four themes and looking at the implications helps identify the best form of disseminating
research findings. It’s also essential to understand that there are some limitations to this study;
however, some of the research findings indicate that this area of practice needs further
assessment and research.

36

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

37

Reference
Bazzano, A. N., Kaji, A., Felker-Kantor, E., Bazzano, L. A., & Potts, K. S. (2017). Qualitative
Studies of Infant and Young Child Feeding in Lower-Income Countries: A Systematic
Review and Synthesis of Dietary Patterns. Nutrients, 9(10), 1140–.
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu9101140
Benson, J. D., Parke, C. S., Gannon, C., & Muñoz, D. (2013). A Retrospective Analysis of the
Sequential Oral Sensory Feeding Approach in Children with Feeding
Difficulties. Journal of Occupational Therapy, Schools & Early Intervention, 6(4), 289–
300. https://doi.org/10.1080/19411243.2013.860758
Boggs, T., & Ferguson, N. (2016). A little PEP goes a long way in the treatment of pediatric
feeding disorders. Perspective of the ASHA Special Interests Groups (SIG), 13 (1), 2637.
Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G. (2018). Getting the
Word Out: New Approaches for Disseminating Public Health Science. Journal of public
health management and practice : JPHMP, 24(2), 102–111.
https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
Byrne, M. (2001). Disseminating and presenting qualitative research findings. AORN
Journal, 74(5), 731–732. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-2092(06)61775-4
Clark, F., Park, D. J., & Burke, J. P. (2013). Dissemination: bringing translational research to
completion. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 67(2), 185–193.
https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2013.006148

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

38

Clark, G. F., & Kingsley, K. L. (2020). Occupational Therapy Practice Guidelines for Early
Childhood: Birth-5 Years. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 74(3),
7403397010p1–7403397010p42. https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2020.743001
Coomarasamy, A., Gee, H., Publicover, M., & Khan, K. S. (2001). Medical journals and
effective dissemination of health research. Health Information & Libraries Journal, 18(4),
183–191. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1046/j.1471-1842.2001.00349.x
Hansen, R. A., Williamson, M., Stevenson, L., Davis, B. R., & Evans, R. L. (2017).
Disseminating Comparative Effectiveness Research Through Community-based
Experiential Learning. American Journal of Pharmaceutical Education, 81(1), 9–9.
https://doi.org/10.5688/ajpe8119
Haywood, C., Martinez, G., Pyatak, E. A., & Carandang, K. (2019). Engaging Patient
Stakeholders in Planning, Implementing, and Disseminating Occupational Therapy
Research. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(1), 7301090010p1–
7301090010p9. https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2019.731001
Holtrop, J. S., Rabin, B. A., & Glasgow, R. E. (2018). Dissemination and Implementation
Science in Primary Care Research and Practice: Contributions and Opportunities. Journal
of the American Board of Family Medicine, 31(3), 466–478.
https://doi.org/10.3122/jabfm.2018.03.170259
Kerner, J., Rimer, B., & Emmons, K. (2005). Introduction to the Special Section on
Dissemination-Dissemination Research and Research Dissemination: How Can We Close
the Gap? Health Psychology, 24(5), 443–446. https://doi.org/10.1037/02786133.24.5.443

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

39

Laura Ellen Ashcraft, Deirdre A. Quinn, & Ross C. Brownson. (2020). Strategies for effective
dissemination of research to United States policymakers: a systematic
review. Implementation Science : IS, 15(1), 1–89. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-02001046-3
Luks, A. M., Yukawa, M., & Emery, H. (2009). Disseminating best practices for the educator’s
portfolio. Medical Education, 43(5), 497–498. https://doiorg.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1111/j.1365-2923.2009.03340.x
Proctor, E. K., & Chambers, D. A. (2017). Training in dissemination and implementation
research: a field-wide perspective. Translational Behavioral Medicine, 7(3), 624–635.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-016-0406-8
Puga, F., Stevens, K. R., & Patel, D. I. (2013). Adopting Best Practices from Team Science in a
Healthcare Improvement Research Network: The Impact on Dissemination and
Implementation. Nursing Research and Practice, 2013, 814360–814367.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/814360
Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012). Bridging Research
and Practice: Models for Dissemination and Implementation Research. American Journal
of Preventive Medicine, 43(3), 337–350. https://doiorg.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
Smith, F., Gerteis, M., Downey, N., Lewy, J., & Edgman-Levitan, S. (2001). The Effects of
Disseminating Performance Data to Health Plans: Results of Qualitative Research with
the Medicare Managed Care Plans. Health Services Research, 36(3), 643–663.
Sofaer,S. (2002). Qualitative research methods, International Journal for Quality in Health
Care, Vol. 14, Issue 4, https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1093/intqhc/14.4.329

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

40

Song F, Parekh S, Hooper L, Loke Y, Ryder J, Sutton A. (2010). Dissemination and publication
of research findings: an updated review of related biases. Health Technology Assessment;
Vol. 14: No. 8

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

41

Scoping Review Appendix A: Database Search

Name of Database: CINAHL Plus with Full Text
Date of Search:06/20/2021, 06/27/2021
Table 6.
Filters / Years
2000-2021; Full Text; Peer
Reviewed Journal
2000-2018; Full Text; Peer
Reviewed Journal
2000-2018

Keywords
Total Yield / Relevant Hits
Disseminating and presenting
50/3
qualitative research findings
Health care professionals AND 33/3
research dissemination
Early intervention AND
5/0
Research dissemination

Name of Database: PubMed
Date of Search: 06/20/2021, 06/27/2021
Table 7.
Filters / Years
5 years; Free-full text
5 years; Free-full text

5 years; Reviewed; Free-full
text
5 years; Reviewed; Free-full
text

Keywords
Disseminating research
(Disseminating research
finding) AND (healthcare
workers)
(Feeding challenges) AND
(Research) AND (children)
Delivery of health care AND
Implementation science AND
Dissemination and
Implementation Science

Total Yield / Relevant Hits
21,247/1
704/0

49/0
199/2
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Scoping Review Appendix B: Alternative Searches

Name of Alternative Strategy or Evidence Resource: Google Scholar
Summary of Search Using Alternative Strategy or Evidence Resource
•
•
•

Process: Google Scholar
Keywords: dissemination of research finding, dissemination of qualitative research, early
intervention
Limiters, Filters: time 2015-2021, sorted by relevance/date, Full article, included citation

Table 8.
Filters / Years
2015-2021; Sorted by
relevance
2002-2021

Since 2017

Keywords
dissemination of research
finding
dissemination of qualitative
research finding and early
intervention
dissemination of qualitative
research finding

Total Yield / Relevant Hits
1240/2
17,800/3

23,200/0

Name of Alternative Strategy or Evidence Resource: AJOT
Summary of Search Using Alternative Strategy or Evidence Resource
•
•
•

Process: type keywords into search bar
Keywords: dissemination research finding in early intervention, dissemination of qualitative
research finding, dissemination research.
Limiters, Filters: No Filters

Table 9.
Filters / Years
No Filters
No Filters
No Filters
No Filters

Keywords
dissemination research finding
in early intervention
dissemination research finding
dissemination research in
interprofessional teams
Feeding challenges early
intervention Team

Total Yield / Relevant Hits
60/0
132/1
22/0
47/1
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Scoping Review Appendix C: Database search

Student: Hibak Jama
Capstone Site: Feeding Matters
Working Title: Using research dissemination models to support early intervention providers of children with feeding disorders: A
scoping review
PICO: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results to early intervention team working with children that
have feeding disorders?
Table 10.
Database Search
Databa Referen
se Used
ce
(APA)

Article
Type

Publicati
on Type

Purpose/Aim/Questio
n(s)

Methods

Results

Conclusion /
Limitations

Level
of
Eviden
ce
Article 1: Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G. (2018). Getting the Word Out: New
Approaches for Disseminating Public Health Science. Journal of public health management and practice : JPHMP, 24(2),
102–111. https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
PubMed
Systemi Peer“This article describes “The methods “Different
“In
Level I:
c
Reviewed (1) lessons related to
researchers
indicators of
disseminating
Review Scholarly dissemination from
use to
impact are used their science to
Journal
related disciplines (eg, disseminate
for practitioners practice and
communication,
their findings and policy
policy
agriculture, social
tend to be
makers than for audiences,
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marketing, political
science), (2) current
practices among
researchers, (3) key
audience
characteristics, (4)
available tools for
dissemination, and (5)
measures of impact”
(pg.1)
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passive and
traditional
among
academics
and not
necessarily
those that best
connect
stakeholders
with research
evidence. In
one study,
75% of public
health
researchers
reported that
dissemination
to nonresearch
audiences was
important.
However, the
same study
found that the
most
frequently
reported
dissemination
methods were
academic
journals
(99%),
followed by

scientists.
Researchers,
especially those
in academic
settings, tend to
value journal
metrics such as
Journal Impact
Factor and h5index, or author
metrics such as
h-index or i10index. Article
metrics have
traditionally
been limited to
statistics such
as the number
of journal
citations, article
downloads, or
views on
academic social
media sites (eg,
ResearchGate).
However,
traditional
journal-level
and authorlevel metrics
have been
widely
criticized as a

public health
researchers are
largely doing
things the way
they did them
several
decades ago
(journal
articles and
scientific
meetings).
These are
important
methods of
dissemination
and yet they
do not link
well with the
needs and
communicatio
n approaches
that resonate
with adopters
(practitioners
and policy
makers). We
offer several
ideas that are
likely to result
in more
effective
dissemination
“(pg.7)
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academic
poor measure
conferences
of quality or
(81%).
scientific
Methods used impact” (pg.7)
less
commonly
included
seminars and
workshops
(69%), faceto-face
meetings
(50%), press
releases
(33%), and
media
interviews
(33%), which
was similar to
findings from
researchers in
the United
Kingdom.”
(pg.3)
Article 2: Byrne, M. (2001). Disseminating and presenting qualitative research findings. AORN Journal, 74(5), 731–732.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-2092(06)61775-4
PubMed
expert
Peer“The purpose
“Disseminatin “For example, a “Qualitative
Level 7
opinion Reviewed of research is to
g as a
researcher
researchers
Scholarly generate knowledge.
research
could present
must
Journal
Regardless of whether poster. Many his or her
communicate
qualitative or
nursing
findings from a findings from
quantitative research
research or
phenomenologi their research
methods are
educational
cal study of
efforts to
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implemented, research
findings must be
communicated for
knowledge to be used
by health care
providers or recipients.
Research knowledge
commonly is
disseminated verbally
or in writing” (pg.1)
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conferences
include
opportunities
for
researchers to
present
posters, thus
providing
another
avenue for
disseminating
research
findings.
Posters are
large, visual
displays that
summarize
aspects of a
research
study. It is
important that
a research
poster be
visually
dynamic and
easily read to
capture
viewers'
interest. Many
resources are
available to
assist you in
creating a

female
survivors of
breast cancer,
which reflect
the participants'
experience at
the time of and
after diagnosis.
If this
researcher
presents his or
her findings to
practicing
nurses who care
for breast
cancer
survivors, he or
she may want
to offer more
information on
the phenomena
of breast cancer
and compare
and contrast the
findings with
nurses' current
knowledge.
If your
audience
consists of
other
researchers,
they will be

inform the
nursing
community
and so the
findings can
lead to
improvements
in the quality
of nursing
care. Novice
researchers
should read
the literature
available
regarding
qualitative
research to
find more
specific
strategies they
can use to
facilitate
dissemination
of their
findings. Any
researcher,
whether
novice or
expert, should
use other
researchers
and editors as
resources
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poster
display”
(pg.2)

interested in the when
philosophical
preparing
and
qualitative
methodological research
aspects of your findings for
study. The
dissemination
process of
of research
qualitative
findings is a
research often
critical
is emergent and component of
evolves with
the research
the demands of process”
the specific
(pg.2)
study;
therefore,
aspects of your
study that may
be of interest to
other
researchers
include
recruiting
participants,
data analysis,
theory building,
and the
strengths and
weaknesses of
the method
used” (pg.2)
Article 3: Coomarasamy, A., Gee, H., Publicover, M., & Khan, K. S. (2001). Medical journals and effective dissemination of
health research. Health Information & Libraries Journal, 18(4), 183–191. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1046/j.14711842.2001.00349.x
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CINAH
L Plus
with
Full
Text

MetaAnalysi
s

Library
journals:
Peerreviewed

“The ultimate purpose
of health research is to
improve patient care.
However, the lack of
effective strategies to
disseminate the
findings of such
research has been an
age-old problem”
(pg.1)
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“In this
commentary,
we explore
why journals
are ineffective
in bringing
useful studies
to clinicians’
attention and
suggest
strategies for
effective
dissemination
and
implementatio
n. of the
opportunities
for effective
communicatio
n. Our thesis
is that
communicatio
n aimed at
practitioners
will lead to
improved
dissemination
and
implementatio
n of research
findings that
have value for

“Evidencebased
recommendatio
ns and
guidelines play
a central role in
achieving
change in
clinical
practice.
However, there
is a current
dearth of such
material in
clinical
journals. This
situation needs
to be redressed
with the
publication of
guidelines that
are produced
from systematic
search and
synthesis of
evidence.”
(pg.5”

“Clinical
medical
journals need
to move from
a passive
dissemination
mode to focus
on active
dissemination.
Researchers
should be
encouraged to
consider how
and by whom
the findings
will be used
and provide
information on
implications
for
implementatio
n such as
possible
strategies that
may work,
costeffectiveness,
side-effects
and potential
barriers to
implementatio
n. Recent
times have

Level I:
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patients.”
(pg.2)

seen an
increase in
evaluative
research and
systematic
reviews and
this needs to
be reflected in
the clinical
medical
journals with
the addition of
pre-appraised
evidence
summaries.
This has been
aided by
publication of
evidencebased journals.
However,
general
medical
journals can
also become
proactive by
producing
supplements
like ACP
Journal Club
or by having
critically
appraised
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summaries as
a section in the
journal” (pg.7)
Article 4: Hansen, R. A., Williamson, M., Stevenson, L., Davis, B. R., & Evans, R. L. (2017). Disseminating Comparative
Effectiveness Research Through Community-based Experiential Learning. American Journal of Pharmaceutical Education,
81(1), 9–9. https://doi.org/10.5688/ajpe8119
PubMed
Qualiti University “The purpose of this
“First“Twenty-three
“Disseminatio Level I:
ve
publicatio study was to evaluate
through third
diabetes
n of
n: Auburn the effectiveness of a
year PharmD patients, 29
comparative
University CER education and
students
acid-reflux
effectiveness
, Harrison outreach program in an received
patients, 30
research
School of IPPE. The program
training on
osteoarthritis
materials in an
Pharmacy was successful at
comparative
patients, and 50 IPPE program
familiarizing students
effectiveness
hypertension
demonstrated
with CER resources
research and
patients
a positive
and disseminating
disseminated
received
trend in
CER materials to
printed
materials.
markers of
patients and showed a
educational
Aside from the informed
trend toward helping
materials to
patient asking
decisionpatients understand
patients in the questions,
making. One
their disease states.
community
which was the
limitation we
“(pg.5)
who they
most common
encountered
were
outcome
was the
monitoring
(n544), the
relatively
longitudinally program
small patient
(n5314).
resulted in 38
population we
Students
additional
had to draw
completed an actions, which
from (around
assessment
included
200 patients
and initial
stopping,
with at least
visit
starting, or
one of the
documentatio changing
diseases of
n form at the
treatments or
interest). This
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first visit, and
a follow-up
assessment
and
documentatio
n form at a
subsequent
visit.” ( pg.1)

health
likely is
behaviors, or
related to the
having
lack of
additional
significance
follow-up or
across the
diagnostic
various
testing. Small
analyses we
but positive
conducted.”
improvements
(pg.8)
in patient
understanding,
confidence, and
self-efficacy
were
observed.”
(pg.1)
Article 5: Holtrop, J. S., Rabin, B. A., & Glasgow, R. E. (2018). Dissemination and Implementation Science in Primary Care
Research and Practice: Contributions and Opportunities. Journal of the American Board of Family Medicine, 31(3), 466–
478. https://doi.org/10.3122/jabfm.2018.03.170259
CINAH
Systemi Departme “the purpose of this
“We try to
“As new
“The field of
Level I:
L Plus
c Study nt of
article is to describe
just work
innovations are DIS has
with
Family
DIS—what it is, what
harder or
being
tremendous
Full
Medicine, methods it uses—
come up with developed, they potential for
Text
University within a focus on how a better or
should be
impact on the
of
it can contribute to
more
designed with
dissemination
Colorado primary care medical
comprehensiv an eye toward
and
Denver
practice, for both
e intervention. how they can
implementatio
School of researchers and
The problem
eventually be
n of evidenceMedicine practitioners” (pg.2)
is that in our
used. This
based
—Peerchallenging
approach is
interventions
reviewed
and rapidly
often referred
and strategies
changing
to as “designing in primary
context these for
care. This new
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methods often
do not work
to address our
most pertinent
implementatio
n challenges
Different
questions
need to be
asked, and
different
solutions and
methods
applied. DIS
can help to
address these
problems. To
achieve
population
impact, we
need to
understand
how well an
intervention
(we will use
the term
intervention
to refer to
both programs
and policies)
achieves it
intended
effects” (pg.2)

dissemination”
and involves a
set of processes
that are
considered and
activities that
are undertaken
throughout the
planning,
development,
implementation
, and evaluation
of an
intervention to
increase its
dissemination
and
implementation
potential.”
(pg.7)

and evolving
field of
research will
illuminate
important
factors that
drive success.
DIS is relevant
and can
provide fresh
ideas, models,
and evaluation
approaches for
primary care
researchers,
practices,
practitioners,
and patients. It
can make a
difference not
only for
patients, but
also for those
who work and
conduct
research in
primary care.”
(pg.8)
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Article 6 Laura Ellen Ashcraft, Deirdre A. Quinn, & Ross C. Brownson. (2020). Strategies for effective dissemination of
research to United States policymakers: a systematic review. Implementation Science : IS, 15(1), 1–89.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-020-01046-3
PubMed
Systemi University “The purposes of this
“They used
“The search of Key findings
Level 1:
c
publicatio study, social policy
the Preferred
the literature
are drawn
Review n:
includes policies which Reporting
resulted in 5675 from multiple
University focus on antipoverty,
Items for
articles and 137 disciplines and
of
economic security,
Systematic
articles
suggest that
Pittsburgh health, education, and
Reviews and
recommended
lessons
social services” (pg.2) Metaby content
learned may
Analyses
experts for
cut across both
(PRISMA-P) review with
research topics
model to
5225 titles and and levels of
examine and
abstracts
government.
distill existing screened after
The most
studies on
duplicates
frequently
strategies for
removed. Of
referenced
using research those articles,
channel for
evidence to
4922 were
dissemination
influence
excluded due to to
social policy” not meeting
policymakers
(pg.3)
inclusion
was print
criteria.
materials, with
Further, 303
personal
full text articles communicatio
were reviewed
n (including
with 276
both in-person
excluded as
and electronic
they did not
meetings and
meet inclusion
individual
criteria.
communicatio
Twenty-seven
ns) a close
articles met
second.
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inclusion
criteria The 27
included 6
studies using
quantitative
methods, 18
that employed
qualitative
methods, and 3
that used a
mixed methods
approach. The
qualitative
studies mostly
employed
interviews (n =
10), while
others used
case studies (n
= 6) or focus
groups (n = 3).
Most studies
examined statelevel policy (n
= 18).” (pg.4)

Corresponding
strategies for
effective
dissemination
to
policymakers
included
starting early,
drumming-up
support, using
champions and
brokers,
understanding
the context,
ensuring
timeliness,
relevance, and
accessibility of
research
products, and
knowing the
players and the
process. A
shared feature
of these
strategies is
the distillation
of complex
research
findings into
accessible
pieces of
relevant
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information
that can then
be delivered
via multiple
avenues.”
(pg.15)
Article 7: Puga, F., Stevens, K. R., & Patel, D. I. (2013). Adopting Best Practices from Team Science in a Healthcare
Improvement Research Network: The Impact on Dissemination and Implementation. Nursing Research and Practice, 2013,
814360–814367. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/814360
PubMed
Cohort National
“This study reports the “Design. The “Study
“This project
Level 4
Study
Cancer
process and outcomes
main research Document
demonstrated
institute
of the meeting focused questions for
Review. The
the
on training for
this study
number of
effectiveness
dissemination and
were (1) does protocol
of a
implementation
an SciTS
deviations,
transdisciplina
research.” (pg.2)
framework
number of
ry model for
facilitate
email
academic and
transdisciplin correspondence clinical
ary
, number of
scientists that
collaboration timeline
are interested
in a
adjustments,
in studying
healthcare
and meeting
improvement.
improvement attendance
Indications are
research
percentage is
that national
network? and broken down
improvement
(2) what
by site in Table studies are
impact does a 2. On average,
positively
transdisciplin collaborating
assisted by the
ary model
sites reported
guidance
have on the
six protocol
gleaned from
conduct of a
deviations.
SciTS. Further
national,
Examples of
research is
multisite
deviations
needed on the
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improvement
study? Mixed
methods were
used to collect
and analyze
data. This
project was
approved by
the University
of Texas
Health
Science
Center San
Antonio
(UTHSCSA)
Institutional
Review Board
(IRB).” (pg.2)

reported were
study
instruments
turned in after
data collection
period ended
and data
collected from
unconsented
participants. A
review of the
study notes
revealed that a
total of ten sites
(70%)
successfully
adhered to
study timelines.
Study timeline
delays were due
to late IRB
approvals,
accreditation
visits, or a
change in
health
information
technology
systems. The
average number
of email
correspondence
s per site was

causal
relationship
between teambased research
and
dissemination
and
implementatio
n of evidencebased quality
improvement.
With advances
in team
research and
increased
funding
opportunities
to investigate
dissemination,
implementatio
n, and
improvement
strategies in
healthcare, the
gap between
what works
and what is
actually
practiced will
narrow to raise
the quality of
care delivery.”
(pg.6)
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55 emails
(range: 20-101
emails).” (Pg.4)

Article 8: Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012). Bridging Research and Practice:
Models for Dissemination and Implementation Research. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 43(3), 337–350.
https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
CINAH
Case
Peer“The authors’ aim was “The fırst
“A researcher
The current
Level 4:
L Plus
Study
reviewed
to capture and
consideration will almost
review
with
carefully review a
is the decision always adapt a suggests that
Full
large number of
to use an
model in some much work
Text
existing models within existing
way; therefore, remains to be
the D&I fıeld. This
model or
adaptation is
done in the
was accomplished
develop an
often an
field of D&I
through an approach
entirely new
important part
research.
divided into several
model. As the of using a
These findings
phases: initial
number of
model.
need to be
sampling; snowball
models
Adaptation
spread to not
sampling from the
presented in
often improves only D&I
initial sample;
this review
the
researchers but
consulting with
shows,
appropriateness also scientists
experts; identifying
researchers
of the selected
who are less
categories into which
can choose
model to the
versed in D&I
models could be
from a wealth intervention
research. Non
placed; arranging the
of existing
being
researchers
models based on the
models. There disseminated or would also
categories; and
are many
implemented,
benefıt from
contacting a subset of
benefıts to
the population, this
model developers to
using an
and the setting” knowledge, so
ensure that the
existing
(pg.8)
they become
categories were valid.” model. It
aware of D&I
(pg.2)
encourages
science as a
researchers to
fıeld and how
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build on
previous
fındings.
Demonstratin
g a new
application of
the model
increases the
generalizabilit
y of the
model,
thereby
enhancing the
fıeld’s
understanding
of a model
and its
constructs.”
Pg.7)

D&I
researchers
can help them
deliver the
best care to
those they
serve. As it
was beyond
the scope of
this review to
include
models
targeted at
practitioners,
such models
should be
similarly
inventoried
and
synthesized.”
(pg.10)
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Scoping Review Appendix D: Alternative Search
Alternative Strategy Search
Reference
Source
Publication Purpose/Aim/Question(s)
Methods
Results
Conclusion /
(APA)
Type
Type
Limitations
Article 1: Clark, G. F., & Kingsley, K. L. (2020). Occupational Therapy Practice Guidelines for Early Childhood: Birth-5
Years. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 74(3), 7403397010p1–7403397010p42.
https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2020.743001
AJOT
ScholarlySystemic
“This Practice Guideline
“Four SRs
“A total of 196
“A variety of
peer
clinical
provides stakeholders with related to
articles were
interventions
reviewed
a condensed summary of a cognition,
included in the
within the
large number of
mental health,
SRs, which
domain of
effectiveness studies. It is motor function, served as a guide occupational
a valuable tool for
and ADLs
to final clinical
therapy were
facilitating decision
analyzed studies recommendations. found to support
making related to
published from Case studies
the development
occupational therapy
2010 to 2017
describe
of cognitive,
interventions for children
retrieved from
translation and
social–
ages birth–5 yr.” (pg.1)
six electronic
application to
emotional,
databases
practice” (pg.1)
motor, and self(MEDLINE,
care skills.
PsycINFO,
Although some
CINAHL,
of these
ERIC,
interventions are
OTseeker, and
typically
Cochrane).”
implemented by
(pg.1)
occupational
therapy
practitioners,
others can be
implemented by
parents after
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training or by
teams working
in preschool
settings. These
findings should
be used to
inform
evidence-based
practice
provided by
occupational
therapy
practitioners
working in
various early
childhood
setting” pg.1)
Article 2: Haywood, C., Martinez, G., Pyatak, E. A., & Carandang, K. (2019). Engaging Patient Stakeholders in Planning,
Implementing, and Disseminating Occupational Therapy Research. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(1),
7301090010p1–7301090010p9. https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2019.731001
AJOT
ScholarlyCase study
“The purpose in this
“The patients as “Over the course
“The study
peer
article is to discuss the
experts on their of the project,
concluded with
reviewed
ways in which patient
own
patient partners
Patient
perspectives may be
experiences; the gravitated toward engagement in
embraced in occupational study aimed to
diverse aspects of research directly
therapy research.” (pg.2)
connect patient patient
aligns with
partners with a
engagement,
values that
broad audience including
support and
interested in
cultivating a safe inform patienthealth care
space for
centered care.
research. Team themselves and
Patients have
members were
their peers. They
expertise on
invited to attend discussed ways in their own lives
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and present at
local and
national
academic
meetings and
conferences. As
well as team
members
advocated for
patient
engagement
through
professional
networks and
through social
media, and they
explored the use
of digital
storytelling as
an effective
medium for
dissemination of
personal
narratives”
(pg.5)

which the project
team became a
type of support;
they expanded
their social
groups and
facilitated
connections with
individuals who
could relate to
everyday
challenges “(pg.6)

and on how an
illness or
disability affects
health, activity,
and quality of
life. Moreover,
patients provide
insider
perspectives on
ways to reach
their
communities to
communicate
ideas and effect
positive change.
Given
occupational
therapy’s
longstanding
commitment to
empowering
patients,
involving
patients as
partners in
research
development
and
implementation
is a natural next
step in
advancing the
impact of
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occupational
therapy and the
wider health
care field.”
(pg.7)
Article 3: Luks, A. M., Yukawa, M., & Emery, H. (2009). Disseminating best practices for the educator’s portfolio. Medical
Education, 43(5), 497–498. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1111/j.1365-2923.2009.03340.x
Google
Peer
Level 7:
“The aims to tackle
“We conducted “Ten of 17
“The program
Scholar
Reviewed
Expert
generic skills, including
an online survey clinical
also addresses
opinion
those involved in
of 294 clinician- departments
and encourages
resolving difficulties,
educators and a responded to the
interprofessional
building trust (especially
paper-based
survey; only two
learning. The
across interdisciplinary
survey of 17
of these
program is run
boundaries), avoiding
department
departments had
through a
complaints and defusing
chairs to define formal portfolio
dedicated
anger. Crucially, it also
current portfolio development
website that
tackles communication
practices at our guidelines in
includes a
with colleagues. These
institution. After place and none
Blackboard egeneric skills are key
a literature
had formal
learning space.
Foundation Program
review and an
evaluation
The diploma
competencies.” (pg.1)
informal survey criteria. A total of program was
of practices at
125 faculty
announced
other
members
through
institutions, we participated in the newspaper
created a
survey (response
advertisements,
template for the rate 43%); 48% of mass e-mails,
educator’s
these respondents flyers and
portfolio and an did not know the
brochures. This
assessment tool difference
resulted in a
for portfolio
between an
rush of
evaluation.”
educator’s
applications
(Pg.2)
portfolio and a
from a number
promotions
of medical,
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packet, and 86%
had not received
any formal
information from
their departments
regarding
portfolio
development or
the evaluation
process.” (pg.1)

dental,
pharmacy and
nursing schools
in Egypt. A total
of 38 candidates
from 15
different
institutions were
selected for the
first cohort of
entrants and
other
applications
were postponed
to subsequent
years.” (pg.2)
Article 4: Proctor, E. K., & Chambers, D. A. (2017). Training in dissemination and implementation research: a field-wide
perspective. Translational Behavioral Medicine, 7(3), 624–635. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-016-0406-8
Google
PeerLevel 6:
“This paper describes the
“Existing
“The primary
“The public
Scholar
Reviewed
Evidence
adoption of best practices programs —
goal of D&I
health benefits
Scholarly
from the science of team
D&I research
research training
of basic and
Journal
science in a healthcare
training occurs
is to enhance and clinical research
improvement research
through summer expand the
depend on
network and the impact on training
research
translating
conducting a large-scale
institutes,
workforce that is
intervention
network study.” (pg.1)
graduate
actively
discoveries into
courses, and
advancing the
real world
masters and
knowledge base
settings. The
Ph.D. degree
around
D&I research
programs.
dissemination and field is
Training also
implementation.
dedicated to
occurs through
The proximal
fostering such
Clinical and
outcome of
translation, but
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Translational
Science Award
(CTSA)
programs and
research
centers’ faculty
development
activities and
webinars and
through online
repositories of
training
materials and
implementation
research
toolkits.
Training
programs have
varying
durations,
including onetime lectures (as
in a webinar),
day- or weeklong
Bimmersion ^
workshops,
semester-long
courses, and 1and 2-year
institutes
“(pg.7)

training is the
advancement of
relevant
methodological
expertise,
increased quality
and quantity of
D&I research
applications, and
an improved
empirical base to
support D&I
research and
practice. The
secondary goal is
the increased
dissemination and
implementation of
effective health
interventions, and
while D&I
research training
is primarily
focused on the
proximal,
participants
generally found
the latter goal to
shape the content
of their research
as well as the
content of
training on the

training is key
to the field’s
development
and long-term
realization of
benefit. Training
dissemination
and
implementation
researchers is a
critical
investment in
improving the
delivery of
evidence-based
healthcare, so
that a
pool of welltrained
researchers will
be prepared to
test and discover
strategies for
increasing the
reach of
evidence-based
interventions
and their clinical
effectiveness”
(pg.10)
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interface between
the two. “ (pg.10)
Article 5: Smith, F., Gerteis, M., Downey, N., Lewy, J., & Edgman-Levitan, S. (2001). The Effects of Disseminating
Performance Data to Health Plans: Results of Qualitative Research with the Medicare Managed Care Plans. Health Services
Research, 36(3), 643–663.
Google
PeerLevel 1:
Two trained
To ensure that the The results of
Scholar
Reviewed
qualitative
moderators
focus group
extensive focus
Scholarly
study
conducted focus participants
group research
Journal
groups with
reflected the
with more than
health plan
diversity of
150 health plan
representatives
Medicare
representatives
using a
managed care
suggest that the
structured
plans, the
MMC-CAHPS
discussion
researchers
reports did
guide. This
selected one state increase readers'
discussion guide from each often
awareness and
included openHCFA regions,
knowledge of
ended questions usually the state
quality of care
about
with the largest
and services of
participants'
number of
Medicare
perceptions of
Medicare
managed care
the report as
managed care
plans.
well as detailed plans. The
Participants
questions about researchers then
stated that the
specific issues
sent a letter to one report was
of concern such or more
useful for
as preferred
representatives
assessing their
formats and data from each of the
performance
analysis.
Medicare
relative to their
Research
managed care
competitors and
assistants
plans in that state spoke of using
observed the
inviting them to
the reports to
groups and took participate in a
inform and
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notes. Because
of schedule
conflicts some
plan
representatives
were not able to
participate in
the focus
groups. These
individuals were
offered the
opportunity to
provide
comments about
the MMCCAHPS report
by telephone.

focus group at a
central location in
their state or
region. Those
unable to attend a
focus group were
invited to
participate in a
telephone
interview.

educate senior
managers and
qualityimprovement
teams and
validate internal
satisfaction
surveys.
Participants also
suggested ways
to enhance the
report's
effectiveness as
a tool for quality
improvement.
For example,
they noted that
additional
analysis of the
survey results
by
demographics
and disease
condition would
help target
qualityimprovement
activities on the
populations and
programs with
the most
reported
problems. They
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also highlighted
the importance
of disseminating
the report within
six months of
data collection
so that the
results could be
used to inform
quality
improvement.

Article 6: Sofaer,S. (2002). Qualitative research methods, International Journal for Quality in Health Care, Vol. 14, Issue 4,
https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1093/intqhc/14.4.329
Google
PeerLevel 1:
“Therefore the purpose of “Qualitative
“Qualitative
“In closing it is
Scholar
Reviewed
Qualitative
the focus groups was to
researchers
research has been important to
Scholarly
study
identify (1) how group
study
used in a number note that this
Journal
members as consumers
phenomena and of ways to look at paper is not
viewed and defined health events in their
the quality of
describing what
care quality; and (2) what natural settings, health care. To
many basic
kinds of quality
often
illustrate how
social scientists
information from fellow
interpreting
these methods can would call pure
consumers they would and them in terms of inform quality
ethnography
would not consider
the subjective
improvement, we The approach
relevant useful and
meanings
focus on three
taken here is to
trustworthy” (pg.2)
attached by the
areas where
apply qualitative
individual.
qualitative
methods to a
Qualitative
methods have
highly applied
methods for
made a
field. Clarity
collecting data
contribution: (1)
about research
include
in identifying
questions and
interviews,
salient features of the use of a
observation, and care to inform
conceptual
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analysis of
service delivery
framework to
documents.
and organization; guide data
Different
(2) in exploring
collection and
methods may be organizational
analysis are not
appropriate to
and other
considered
different
obstacles to
inappropriate.
situations and
change, notably
The discoverydifferent
within the context oriented
research
of healthcare
character of
questions In
evaluation; and
qualitative
some cases a
(3) by
methods can
single method
complementing
persist even
may be used
other research
when
while in others a approaches either conducting
combination of
in the preliminary research in a
methods maybe development of
systematic and
employed. In
measures or in
purposeful
this paper we
explaining or
manner. “ (pg.6)
focus on
implementing
interview based findings.” (pg.4)
and
observational
methods as
these are the
most commonly
used in quality
assessment.”
(pg.3)
Article 7: Song F, Parekh S, Hooper L, Loke Y, Ryder J, Sutton A. (2010). Dissemination and publication of research
findings: an updated review of related biases. Health Technology Assessment; Vol. 14: No. 8
Google
PeerSystemic
“This report aims to
“In Part I,
“Studies with
“Dissemination
Scholar
Reviewed
Review
update the 2000 HTA
studies were
significant or
of research
monograph on publication classified as
positive results
findings is
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Scholarly
Journal

bias by synthesizing
findings from previous
studies and newly in
identified ones. “ (pg.11)
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evidence or
method studies
and data were
extracted
according to
types of
dissemination
bias or methods
for dealing with
it. Evidence
from empirical
studies was
summarized
narratively. In
Part II, 300
systematic
reviews were
randomly
selected from
MEDLINE and
the methods
used to deal
with publication
and related
biases were
assessed” (pg.5)

were more likely
to be published
than those with
non-significant or
negative results,
thereby
confirming
findings from a
previous HTA
report. There was
convincing
evidence that
outcome reporting
bias exists and
has an impact on
the pooled
summary in
systematic
reviews. Studies
with significant
results tended to
be published
earlier than
studies with nonsignificant results,
and empirical
evidence suggests
that published
studies tended to
report a greater
treatment effect
than those from
the grey literature.

likely to be a
biased process,
although the
actual impact of
such bias
depends on
specific
circumstances.
The prospective
registration of
clinical trials
and the
endorsement of
reporting
guidelines may
reduce research
dissemination
bias in clinical
research. In
systematic
reviews,
measures can be
taken to
minimize the
impact of
dissemination
bias by
systematically
searching for
and including
relevant studies
that are difficult
to access.
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Exclusion of nonEnglish language
studies appeared
to result in a high
risk of bias in
some areas of
research such as
complementary”
(pg.5)

Statistical
methods can be
useful for
sensitivity
analyses.
Further research
is needed to
develop
methods for
qualitatively
assessing the
risk of
publication bias
in systematic
reviews, and to
evaluate the
effect of
prospective
registration of
studies, open
access policy
and improved
publication
guidelines”
(pg.5)
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Scoping Review Appendix E: Initial Appraisal
Evidence for Initial Appraisal (Reference & Abstract)

APA
Reference
Abstract

APA
Reference
Abstract

APA
Reference
Abstract

Article 1
Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G. (2018). Getting the Word Out: New
Approaches for Disseminating Public Health Science. Journal of public health management and practice :
JPHMP, 24(2), 102–111. https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
“The gap between discovery of public health knowledge and application in practice settings and policy development
is due in part to ineffective dissemination. This article describes (1) lessons related to dissemination from related
disciplines (eg, communication, agriculture, social marketing, political science), (2) current practices among
researchers, (3) key audience characteristics, (4) available tools for dissemination, and (5) measures of impact.
Dissemination efforts need to take into account the message, source, audience, and channel. Practitioners and policy
makers can be more effectively reached via news media, social media, issue or policy briefs, one-on-one meetings,
and workshops and seminars. Numerous “upstream” and “midstream” indicators of impact include changes in public
perception or awareness, greater use of evidence-based interventions, and changes in policy. By employing ideas
outlined in this article, scientific discoveries are more likely to be applied in public health agencies and policymaking bodies” (pg.102).
Article 2
Byrne, M. (2001). Disseminating and presenting qualitative research findings. AORN Journal, 74(5), 731–732.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-2092(06)61775-4
“There are many different qualitative research methods. Regardless of the method used, the final phase of the
research process is disseminating the findings. (1) There is an onus on nurse researchers to inform health care
providers and recipients about how their study contributes to advancing nursing knowledge and practice. Research
can reinforce knowledge or uncover new information, and it is important to communicate either outcome to others.
One researcher reminds us that qualitative researchers must decide what story they will tell and how they will tell it.
(2) Generally, the findings of most qualitative research studies are represented by themes, categories, labels, or
schematic models representing inductively derived theories” (pg.731).
Article 3
Clark, G. F., & Kingsley, K. L. (2020). Occupational Therapy Practice Guidelines for Early Childhood: Birth5 Years. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 74(3), 7403397010p1–7403397010p42.
https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2020.743001
“Importance: This Practice Guideline provides stakeholders with a condensed summary of a large number of
effectiveness studies. It is a valuable tool for facilitating decision making related to occupational therapy
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interventions for children ages birth–5 yr. Objective: Early childhood (birth–5 yr) is a critical period in which the
foundation of key life occupations is developed (e.g., eating, dressing, play, learning, social participation, rest and
sleep, and chores). The development of cognitive, motor, social–emotional, and self-care skills is important to
support these occupations. This Practice Guideline synthesizes recent systematic reviews (SRs) on these areas of
development to promote decision making for and high-quality interventions with this population” (pg.1).
Article 4
Coomarasamy, A., Gee, H., Publicover, M., & Khan, K. S. (2001). Medical journals and effective
dissemination of health research. Health Information & Libraries Journal, 18(4), 183–191. https://doiorg.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1046/j.1471-1842.2001.00349.x
“Clinical medical journals have not been effective in meeting the information needs of practitioners and bridging the
gap between clinical research and practice. The slow adoption of results of clinical research is at least partly due to
the failure of clinical journals to disseminate information in a way that would motivate practitioners to change
practice. Although implementation is primarily a local process, medical journals are in a unique position to advance
implementation by modifying their focus and adjusting their contents. Strategies that may be useful include
publication of pre-appraised evidence summaries and ‘clinical bottom-lines’ and giving importance to systematic
reviews and large evaluative research articles as they represent higher levels of evidence and have greater potential to
change practice. Clinical journals should encourage researchers to consider how and by whom the findings will be
used and provide information on implications for implementation such as possible strategies that may work, costeffectiveness, side-effects and potential barriers to implementation. Medical journal publishers should explore ways
to cooperate so that findings of landmark clinical trials could be shared thus reducing the ‘scatter’ of medical
information. Electronic media offers numerous advantages such as quick accessibility and linking of information,
and medical journals should capitalize on such innovations. There is a paradigm shift in health care practice as
evidence is consciously and explicitly incorporated into individual patient care. Medical journals need to change to
reflect this change in practice and provide practitioners with valid and relevant information” (183).
Article 5
Hansen, R. A., Williamson, M., Stevenson, L., Davis, B. R., & Evans, R. L. (2017). Disseminating Comparative
Effectiveness Research Through Community-based Experiential Learning. American Journal of
Pharmaceutical Education, 81(1), 9–9. https://doi.org/10.5688/ajpe8119
“When patients understand their disease state(s) and treatment(s), their overall health outcomes improve. However,
several barriers prevent patients from understanding their health and being fully engaged in the management of
disease. One barrier is that close to half of Americans do not fully comprehend health information, resulting in up to
$73 billion in excess health care costs.This phenomenon is referred to as low health literacy. Health literacy is “the
degree to which individuals have the capacity to obtain, process, and understand basic health information and
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services needed to make appropriate health decisions.” When patients do not understand their disease state, they are
more likely to use their medications inappropriately, which leads to increased adverse events and a higher risk of
poor adherence” (pg. 1)
Article 6
Haywood, C., Martinez, G., Pyatak, E. A., & Carandang, K. (2019). Engaging Patient Stakeholders in
Planning, Implementing, and Disseminating Occupational Therapy Research. The American Journal of
Occupational Therapy, 73(1), 7301090010p1–7301090010p9. https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2019.731001
“Patients are experts on their own lives and the ways in which an illness, injury, or disability affects their health,
activity, and quality of life. With its longstanding foundations in participatory action research, patient engagement
has been gaining momentum across health care and related research. This momentum is supported by investments
from several key research and federal policy–related organizations, including the Patient-Centered Outcomes
Research Institute, National Institutes of Health, and Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality. Occupational
therapy practitioners are uniquely positioned to champion patient collaborations. In this article, we discuss ways in
which patient perspectives can be embraced in occupational therapy research, and we share insights from a research
planning collaborative with adolescents and young adults that was led by occupational therapy researchers” (Pg.1).
Article 7
Holtrop, J. S., Rabin, B. A., & Glasgow, R. E. (2018). Dissemination and Implementation Science in Primary
Care Research and Practice: Contributions and Opportunities. Journal of the American Board of Family
Medicine, 31(3), 466–478. https://doi.org/10.3122/jabfm.2018.03.170259
“Dissemination and Implementation Science (DIS) is a growing research field that seeks to inform how evidencebased interventions can be successfully adopted, implemented, and maintained in health care delivery and
community settings. In this article, an overview of DIS and how it has contributed to primary care delivery
improvement, future opportunities for its use, and DIS resources for learning are described. Case examples are
provided to illustrate how DIS can be used to solve the complex implementation and dissemination problems that
emerge in primary care. Finally, recommendations are made to guide the use of DIS to inform and drive
improvements in primary care delivery” (pg.466).
Article 8
Laura Ellen Ashcraft, Deirdre A. Quinn, & Ross C. Brownson. (2020). Strategies for effective dissemination of
research to United States policymakers: a systematic review. Implementation Science : IS, 15(1), 1–89.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-020-01046-3
“Background: Research has the potential to influence US social policy; however, existing research in this area lacks a
coherent message. The Model for Dissemination of Research provides a framework through which to synthesize
lessons learned from research to date on the process of translating research to US policymakers. In recent years,
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social scientists have sought to understand how research may influence policy. Interest in this area of investigation
has grown with the increased availability of funding for policy-specific research (e.g., dissemination and
implementation research). However, because of variation in the content of public policy, this emerging area of
scholarship lacks a coherent message that specifically addresses social policy in the United States (US). While other
studies have examined the use of evidence in policymaking globally, the current review focuses on US social policy;
for the purposes of this study, social policy includes policies which focus on antipoverty, economic security, health,
education, and social services” (pg.2).
Article 9
Luks, A. M., Yukawa, M., & Emery, H. (2009). Disseminating best practices for the educator’s portfolio.
Medical Education, 43(5), 497–498. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1111/j.1365-2923.2009.03340.x
“The clinician-educator pathway is increasingly recognized as a distinct career track at many institutions. Despite its
growing popularity and previous efforts to delineate the means by which clinician-educators should document their
excellence and scholarship, the pathway remains poorly defined at many institutions; promotions criteria are not
specified as well as they are for doctor-scientists, and many clinician-educators lack information about how to
document the nature and quality of their work” (pg.1).
Article 10
Proctor, E. K., & Chambers, D. A. (2017). Training in dissemination and implementation research: a fieldwide perspective. Translational Behavioral Medicine, 7(3), 624–635. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-016-0406-8
“We report outcomes of an NIH-convened meeting on training for dissemination and implementation (D&I)
research, focused on accelerating translation of research to healthcare practice. Participants included leaders of
current trainings, center directors, and those trained in existing programs. Given the large proportion of D&I research
focused on cancer control, mental health, and substance abuse, participants overwhelmingly reflected the experiences
and challenges of gaining capacity in behavioral health-related D&I research. The 2-day meeting required
participants to draw upon their experiences to help build a field-wide perspective for D&I research training, identify
resources needed to support this perspective, and brainstorm gaps in training that needed to be filled. Questions were
sent to participants in advance, and responses were synthesized and presented to discuss during the meeting. A
preliminary Bfield-wide^ perspective emerged, spanning multiple disciplines, training models, and career levels.
Current programs face high demand, need for continued evolution to reflect field advances, and sustainability
challenges. Current gaps include implementation practice and predoctoral training. Federal funding is key to D&I
research training, be it through grants or agency-led training programs, in order to span and address specialized
disease and disorder foci and career tracks” (pg.624).
Article 11
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Puga, F., Stevens, K. R., & Patel, D. I. (2013). Adopting Best Practices from Team Science in a Healthcare
Improvement Research Network: The Impact on Dissemination and Implementation. Nursing Research and
Practice, 2013, 814360–814367. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/814360
“Healthcare is a complex adaptive system, and efforts to improve through the implementation of best practice are
well served by various interacting disciplines within the system. As a transdisciplinary model is new to clinicians, an
infrastructure that creates academic-practice partnerships and builds capacity for scientific collaboration is necessary
to test, spread, and implement improvement strategies. This paper describes the adoption of best practices from the
science of team science in a healthcare improvement research network and the impact on conducting a large-scale
network study. Key components of the research network infrastructure were mapped to a team science framework
and evaluated in terms of their effectiveness and impact on a national study of nursing operations. Results from this
study revealed an effective integration of the team science principles which facilitated the rapid collection of a large
dataset. Implications of this study support a collaborative model for improvement research and stress a need for
future research and funding to further evaluate the impact on dissemination and implementation” (pg.1).
Article 12
Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012). Bridging Research and Practice:
Models for Dissemination and Implementation Research. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 43(3),
337–350. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
“Theories and frameworks (hereafter called models) enhance dissemination and implementation (D&I) research by
making the spread of evidence-based interventions more likely. This work organizes and synthesizes these models by
(1) developing an inventory of models used in D&I research; (2) synthesizing this information; and (3) providing
guidance on how to select a model to inform study design and execution Evidence acquisition: This review began
with commonly cited models and model developers and used snowball sampling to collect models developed in any
year from journal articles, presentations, and books. All models were analyzed and categorized in 2011 based on
three author-defined variables: construct flexibility, focus on dissemination and/or implementation activities (D/I),
and the socioecological framework (SEF) level. Five-point scales were used to rate construct flexibility from broad to
operational and D/I activities from dissemination-focused to implementation-focused. All SEF levels (system,
community, organization, and individual) applicable to a model were also extracted. Models that addressed policy
activities were noted. Evidence synthesis: Sixty-one models were included in this review. Each of the fıve categories
in the construct flexibility and D/I scales had at least four models. Models were distributed across all levels of the
SEF; the fewest models addressed policy activities. To assist researchers in selecting and utilizing a model
throughout the research process, the authors present and explain examples of how models have been used.
Conclusions: These fındings may enable researchers to better identify and select models to inform their D&I work.”
(pg.337).
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Article 13
Smith, F., Gerteis, M., Downey, N., Lewy, J., & Edgman-Levitan, S. (2001). The Effects of Disseminating
Performance Data to Health Plans: Results of Qualitative Research with the Medicare Managed Care Plans.
Health Services Research, 36(3), 643–663.
“Study Design. In 1998 focus groups were conducted with representatives of managed care plans to develop and test
a print report of MMC-CAHPS results. After the reports were disseminated focus groups and interviews were
conducted in 1999 and 2000 to identify perceptions, uses, and potential enhancements of the report. Data
Collection/Extraction Methods. The study team conducted a total of 23 focus groups and 12 telephone interviews and
analyzed the transcripts to identify major themes. Principal Findings. In 1998 participants identified the report
content and format that best enabled them to assess their performance relative to other Medicare managed care plans.
In 1999 and 2000 participants described their responses to and uses of the report. They reported comparing the
MMC-CAHPS results to internal surveys and presenting the results to senior managers, market analysts, and qualityimprovement teams. They also indicated that the report's usefulness would be enhanced if it were received within six
months of survey completion and if additional data analysis was presented. Conclusions. Focus group results suggest
that the MMC-CAHPS report enhances awareness and knowledge of the comparative performance of Medicare
managed care plans. However, participants reported needing additional analysis of survey results to target qualityimprovement activities on the populations with the most reported problems” (pg.1).
Article 14
Sofaer,S. (2002). Qualitative research methods, International Journal for Quality in Health Care, Vol. 14, Issue
4, https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1093/intqhc/14.4.329
“There are no easy solutions to the problem of improving the quality of care. Research has shown how difficult it can
be, but has failed to provide reliable and effective ways to change services and professional performance for the
better. Much depends on the perspectives of users and the attitudes and behaviours of professionals in the context of
their organisations and healthcare teams. Qualitative research offers a variety of methods for identifying what really
matters to patients and carers, detecting obstacles to changing performance, and explaining why improvement does
or does not occur. The use of such methods in future studies could lead to a better understanding of how to improve
quality” (pg.1).
Article 15
Song F, Parekh S, Hooper L, Loke Y, Ryder J, Sutton A. (2010). Dissemination and publication of research
findings: an updated review of related biases. Health Technology Assessment; Vol. 14: No. 8
“To identify and appraise empirical studies on publication and related biases published since 1998; to assess methods
to deal with publication and related biases; and to examine, in a random sample of published systematic reviews,
measures taken to prevent, reduce and detect dissemination bias. Data sources: The main literature search, in August
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2008, covered the Cochrane Methodology Register Database, MEDLINE, EMBASE, AMED and CINAHL. In May
2009, PubMed, PsycINFO and OpenSIGLE were also searched. Reference lists of retrieved studies were also
examined” (pg.5)
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Scoping Review Appendix F: Critical Appraisal
Evidence for Critical Appraisal (Reference & Abstract)

APA
Reference
Abstract

APA
Reference
Abstract

APA
Reference

Article 1
Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G. (2018). Getting the Word Out: New
Approaches for Disseminating Public Health Science. Journal of public health management and practice :
JPHMP, 24(2), 102–111. https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
“The gap between discovery of public health knowledge and application in practice settings and policy development
is due in part to ineffective dissemination. This article describes (1) lessons related to dissemination from related
disciplines (eg, communication, agriculture, social marketing, political science), (2) current practices among
researchers, (3) key audience characteristics, (4) available tools for dissemination, and (5) measures of impact.
Dissemination efforts need to take into account the message, source, audience, and channel. Practitioners and policy
makers can be more effectively reached via news media, social media, issue or policy briefs, one-on-one meetings,
and workshops and seminars. Numerous “upstream” and “midstream” indicators of impact include changes in public
perception or awareness, greater use of evidence-based interventions, and changes in policy. By employing ideas
outlined in this article, scientific discoveries are more likely to be applied in public health agencies and policymaking bodies” (pg.102).
Article 2
Holtrop, J. S., Rabin, B. A., & Glasgow, R. E. (2018). Dissemination and Implementation Science in Primary
Care Research and Practice: Contributions and Opportunities. Journal of the American Board of Family
Medicine, 31(3), 466–478. https://doi.org/10.3122/jabfm.2018.03.170259
“Dissemination and Implementation Science (DIS) is a growing research field that seeks to inform how evidencebased interventions can be successfully adopted, implemented, and maintained in health care delivery and
community settings. In this article, an overview of DIS and how it has contributed to primary care delivery
improvement, future opportunities for its use, and DIS resources for learning are described. Case examples are
provided to illustrate how DIS can be used to solve the complex implementation and dissemination problems that
emerge in primary care. Finally, recommendations are made to guide the use of DIS to inform and drive
improvements in primary care delivery” (pg.466).
Article 3
Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012). Bridging Research and Practice:
Models for Dissemination and Implementation Research. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 43(3),
337–350. https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
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“Theories and frameworks (hereafter called models) enhance dissemination and implementation (D&I) research by
making the spread of evidence-based interventions more likely. This work organizes and synthesizes these models by
(1) developing an inventory of models used in D&I research; (2) synthesizing this information; and (3) providing
guidance on how to select a model to inform study design and execution Evidence acquisition: This review began
with commonly cited models and model developers and used snowball sampling to collect models developed in any
year from journal articles, presentations, and books. All models were analyzed and categorized in 2011 based on
three author-defined variables: construct flexibility, focus on dissemination and/or implementation activities (D/I),
and the socioecological framework (SEF) level. Five-point scales were used to rate construct flexibility from broad to
operational and D/I activities from dissemination-focused to implementation-focused. All SEF levels (system,
community, organization, and individual) applicable to a model were also extracted. Models that addressed policy
activities were noted. Evidence synthesis: Sixty-one models were included in this review. Each of the five categories
in the construct flexibility and D/I scale had at least four models. Models were distributed across all levels of the
SEF; the fewest models addressed policy activities. To assist researchers in selecting and utilizing a model
throughout the research process, the authors present and explain examples of how models have been used.
Conclusions: These findings may enable researchers to better identify and select models to inform their D&I work.”
(pg.337).
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Appendix B: Needs Assessment
Doctoral Capstone Project Proposal Needs Assessment
Student Name

Hibak Jama

Primary Area of InDepth Exposure

Research Dissemination

Secondary Area of InDepth Exposure

Advocacy

Working Title of

The evidence-based models to best support education to early

Doctoral Capstone

intervention practitioners working with children with feeding

Project

disabilities.

Capstone Mentor name
and credential

Director of Strategic Initiatives

Capstone Mentor role
and expertise

Director of Strategic Initiatives

Capstone Site

Feeding Matters

Capstone Faculty
Advisor

Capstone Faculty advisor

Date

April 17, 2022

80

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

81

Part 1: Description of the Organization or Community
Description of Organization/Community
Feeding Matters was established in 2006 as the first organization in the world to unite
concerns of families with different leading advocates, experts, and allied healthcare professionals
in an effort to improve the system of care when dealing with pediatric feeding disorder (PFD)
(Feeding Matters, n.d). In order to improve healthcare for families with pediatric feeding
disorders, they assist with advocacy, education, support, and lastly research (Feeding Matters,
n.d). Feeding Matters works with children that have a variety of feeding difficulties such as
eating, drinking, and swallowing due to either being painful or fear. Feeding Matters has
accomplished a lot since its inception as P.O.P.S.I.C.L.E. Center in 2006, it is committed to unit
healthcare community and families to improve care for children with pediatric feeding disorder
(PFD) (Feeding Matters, N/A).
The mission statement for Feeding Matters is furthering advances in pediatric feeding
disorders by accelerating identification, igniting research, and promoting collaborative care for
children and families (Feeding Matters, n.d). The Feeding Matters organization values are
innovation in developing research and treatments, collaboration with healthcare professionals,
families and the community, being understand and compassionate to families, kids and
healthcare professionals that are impacted by pediatric feeding disorders.
Important details related to Feeding Matters is their international pediatric feeding disorder
conference (IPFDC) and headway into making noticeable research contribution t the pediatric
feeding community. The Chief Executive Officer and Chief Operations and Finance Officer have
brought unique expertise and resources to Feeding Matters organization.
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Feeding Matters needs to know the best methods to share or disseminating research results
strategies, models and process for sharing research results in to help meet the needs of families
that have feeding difficulties.
Primary Goal: After staff meeting and getting to know the Feeding Matters site and research
needs I need to find an appropriate dissemination model/ strategy
Strategy: Find research-based evidence on different dissemination model and identifying the
appropriate target audience for capstone project.
Feeding Matters needs help those they serve by disseminating /share research related
information using the model most relevant to their site and those serves
Primary Goal:
Strategy: finding gaps and researching future research for dissemination.
Feeding Matters needs to understand if a proposed dissemination model is perceived as a good
match to Feeding Matters research finding/ site/ person’s served and or if a particular
dissemination plan actually worked/reached families/children when carried out
Primary Goal: Once there is a dissemination model established, create an education resource for
stakeholder on different forms of dissemination.
Strategy: format either PowerPoint, flyer, pamphlet, or anything that could be useful to
disseminate to stakeholder with Feeding Matters.
Part 2: Preliminary Information & Resources for Priority/Need/Issue
Resource: Chapter 3: Section 4. Collecting Information about the Problem
Internal Information and Resources
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Name of
Information or
Resource
Feeding
Matters

APA Citation

Description of
Information or Resource

Brief Summary of
Key Learning

Feeding disorders therapy specialist.
Feeding Matters. (n.d) retrieved from. from
https://www.feedingmatters.org

This is the official
website for feeding
matters which provides
resources, supports and
information that’s
available to practitioner
and clients.

Feeding
Matters IPFDC

International PFDconference. Feeding
Matters. (n.d) Retrieved from.
https://www.feedingmatters.org/conference/

Feeding Matters
international pediatric
feeding disorder
conference provides
different forms of
education for evaluation
and treatments of
children with feeding
difficulty

Non-profit
organization
established to
improve healthcare
professionals and
families working with
kids that have feeding
difficulties.
This is a resources in
which there are
different forms of
education, updates on
current and ongoing
research and a chance
for healthcare
provider and families
to be educated on
different topics

External Information: Finding dissemination models
Name of
Information or
Resource
Social Media
dissemination

APA Reference

Description of
Information or Resource

Brief Summary of
Key Learning

Zhu, Wu, H., Cao, J., Fu, G., & Li, H.
(2018). Information dissemination model
for social media with constant updates.
Physica A, 502, 469–482.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2018.02.142

This study discussed the
use of social media to
disseminate research
finding. It also discussed
the dynamic of spreading
false information and
real information ad
response of the mas
population.

This resource
provides different
models and theories
to further assist
dissemination and
discussed ways to
reduce or eliminate
the unfavorable
effect or false
information.
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Network
Dissemination

Lv, & Chun, D. (2021). Media Information
Dissemination Model of Wireless
Networks Using Deep Residual Network.
Mobile Information Systems, 2021, 1–10.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/1711944

The study discussed
forms of wireless
network dissemination.
Study further discussed
the proposal model
which predicts
information with low bit
error of information
dissemination.

Publication
dissemination

Edwards. (2015). Dissemination of
Research Results: On the Path to Practice
Change. Canadian Journal of Hospital
Pharmacy, 68(6), 465–469.
https://doi.org/10.4212/cjhp.v68i6.1503

This study discusses the
process of paper
publication starting with
research preparation to
organization of research
paper. It also outlines the
writing process and the
peer -reviewing process
for scholarly articles.

The model of
dissemination
discussed the
influences of
wireless network.
The study looked at
four kinds of media
information
dissemination and
prediction of the
best study with low
bit error.
The study covers
the researchers
disseminate
knowledge to
appropriately
educate the target
audience.
Knowledge
translation is a
significant barrier in
which different
organization
overlook. As well as
how knowledge
translation plays a
role in research
process.

External Information: identifying research gaps
Name of
Information or
Resource
How to close the
gap of
dissemination

APA Reference

Description of Information or
Resource

Brief Summary of Key
Learning

Kerner, Rimer, B., & Emmons, K.
(2005). Introduction to the Special
Section on DisseminationDissemination Research and
Research Dissemination: How Can
We Close the Gap? Health
Psychology, 24(5), 443–446.
https://doi.org/10.1037/02786133.24.5.443

The study discusses different
limitation to dissemination of
research finding. This also
discusses different
dissemination of evidence
based intervention and ways
to improve the public health.

This resources
discussed research
agencies and peerreviewing process. It
was also discussed the
funding process of
disseminating research
find.
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What should
researchers do

Wilson, Petticrew, M., Calnan, M.
W., & Nazareth, I. (2010).
Disseminating research findings:
what should researchers do? A
systematic scoping review of
conceptual frameworks.
Implementation Science : IS, 5(1),
91–91.
https://doi.org/10.1186/17485908-5-91
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This study discusses
disseminating research
finding and what researchers
are able to do with
knowledge translations. The
article discussed the different
theoretical approach’s such
as persuasive
communication, diffusion of
innovation theory and social
marketing.

The article further
breaks down futther the
reseach to practice gap
and discussed the
overlapping and
interrelated concepts of
diffusion
dissemination,
implementation,
knowledge translation
etc.

External Information: Educating research’s on dissemination model
Name of
Information or
Resource

APA Reference

Description of
Information or Resource

Brief Summary of
Key Learning

Education on
dissemination

National institute for health and care research.
How to disseminate your research. (2019).
https://www.nihr.ac.uk/documents/how-todisseminate-your-research/19951

This resource discusses
different forms of
dissemination and
strategies to be used.

Disseminating
your findings

DeCarlo, M. (2018, August 7). 16.2
disseminating your findings. Go to the cover
page of Scientific Inquiry in Social Work.
Retrieved April 16, 2022, from
https://scientificinquiryinsocialwork.pressbooks
.com/chapter/16-2-disseminating-your-findings/

This website discuses
different learning
objectives starting with
the definition of
dissemination and
describing the audience
that is impacts with the
content that is being
disseminated. It also
covers different formal
presentation of your work
and explaining the role of
stakeholders in
dissemination.

This resource
provides a
definition to the
mean of
dissemination and
educates on
principles on good
dissemination.
This website gives
tops and
information need to
tailer the message
to the target
audience and things
to avoid when
presenting. It
covered the
difference between
publication and oral
presentation. For
oral presentation its
essential to frame
out the time frame
and necessary
details needed by
the researcher.
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Dissemination
checklist and
guidance

Cochrane Training. Checklist and Guidance for
disseminating findings from Cochrane
intervention review. (2020).
https://training.cochrane.org/sites/training.cochr
ane.org/files/public/uploads/Checklist%20FIN
AL%20version%201.1%20April%202020pdf.p
df
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The checklist was created
for guidance to assist
individuals with
disseminating research
based on Cochrane
intervention reviews.

This checklist
assists writers have
a templet and
checklist to have
for their research.
discussing what
order to do things.

Part 3: Informational Interviews
Summary of Interview Guide:
Name, Title/Role, and Summary of Interview One: Capstone Mentor on Feeding Matters
Basic organization questions:
How did the Feeding Matters organization start? There was a lacked of universally accepted
definition of unifying diagnostic term for pediatric feeding disorder.
Who are the key stakeholders? The key stakeholders for this capstone project are general public,
the early intervention team, target team community members.
What’s the focus for this capstone? Capstone will focus on the advocacy pillar and
understanding the importance of PFD, focusing on national audience and the professionals
surveying the young kids.
What healthcare professionals are on the team and what are some of the roles they play?
There are SLPs, RN’s, OT’s each working on the Advocacy pillar, Research initiative task force
How do families hear about the Feeding Matters resources? Feeding matters website has areas
dedicated to finding resources and providing resources to families.
Information needed: is how families find out about current research.
Capstone related
What are 3 proprieties in Feeding Matters for this capstone project?
Refinement and dissemination of the EI report card
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Refabrication of the original survey to increase accessibility and response rates
Specifically, we are interested in converting the original phone based survey to a digital survey on
Qualtrics or Survey Monkey if we are unable to utilize Qualtrics
Questions: Does your university provide access to such tools while you are in your capstone? What
is your comfort level in taking what you learned from your scoping review and applying it to
survey redesign? How might the scoping review findings justify and determine the direction of the
redesign?
What specific dissemination model would you like to explore for this capstone meeting?
I will explore the dissemination and implementation model and its essential to discover what works
for different populations.
Are the stakeholder’s individual in Feeding Matters, the families being services or other
healthcare professionals reading research published by feeding matters? Both the general
public families etc and healthcare professionals.
Are we disseminating all research working with Feeding Matter or pervious student
capstone? Yes for this capstone I will work more on the pervious report card and summary of the
EI crosswalk study.

Part 4: Public Records and Organizational/Community Resources
Name, Description, and Summary of Record or Resource One
Internal Resource: Feeding Matters
The Feeding Matters website is a great internal resource to start with the foundation of my
capstone project. Feeding Matters discuss the pediatric feeding disorder and what population they
serve. Feeding Matters website also has directory resources for both families and healthcare
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professionals. A resource library provides a range of things such as websites, articles, books,
handouts, products, published research, etc. The Feeding Matters website has different news and
event updates and creates posts of big and small accomplishments families, and researchers make.
The Feeding Matters organization sets the international pediatric feeding disorder conference to
evaluate and treat kids diagnosed with a feeding disorder. The conference is a resource for families
and healthcare professionals working with kids with feeding difficulties.
Name, Description, and Summary of Record or Resource Two
External Resources: Disseminating youth finding
Disseminating your finding is an external resource which starts with the working definition
of dissemination, “a planned process that involves consideration of target audiences and the
settings in which research findings are to be received and, where appropriate, communicating and
interacting with wider policy and service audiences in ways that will facilitate research uptake in
decision-making processes and practice” (DeCarlo,2018). The website outlines the steps it takes
to disseminating your finding to determine the who, where and how of your audience.
The website gives tips on tailoring your message to fit your audience and how to gear your message
to best fit your audience. The article also outlines different forms of formal presentation such as
oral, roundtable, poster, or writing/ publication presentation.
Part 5: Organization or Community Assets
Name, Description, and Summary of Asset
St. Catherine University professor is an associate professor in the department of
occupational therapy at st. Catherine university. St. Catherine University professor has been an OT
for 29 years with experience in pediatrics. She has experience and knowledge of kids with feeding
difficulties after years of continuing education, mentorship, and self-study. St. Catherine
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University professor focuses on best practices in feeding and eating problems with young children
and their families with a clinical experience working with children with special needs in early
intervention, outpatients, school-based and home health. St. Catherine University professor has
research experience interests including feeding, eating, mealtime occupation with families and
kids, infant and child social emotional development etc.
APA Citation: St Catherine university. (2021, April 6). St. Catherine University Associated
Professor
professorhttps://www.stkate.edu/newswire/news/associate-professorName, Description, and Summary of Asset
The National Institutes of Health office of disease prevention is a resource that supports
dissemination and implementation (D&I) research indicating different evidence-based
practices, interventions, and policies are effectively translated to and used in real-world settings
like hospitals, schools, and communities. The NIH website has resources for research for
individuals seeking to use the dissemination and implementation model. The NIH program also
has the option for training and education.
APA Citation: National Institute of Health. (n.d). Dissemination & Implementation(D&I)
Research. https://prevention.nih.gov/research-priorities/dissemination-implementation

Part 6: Proposed Methods to Collect Information During the Doctoral Capstone
Internal Information and Resources
Name of
Information
or Resource
Feeding
Matters

APA Citation

Feeding Matters. (n.d).
Resource Library.
https://www.feedingmatte

Description of
Information or
Resource
The resource library
provides accessible
information to support

Brief Summary of Focus
of Learning
The resource library is on
the feeding matters
website. The resource
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resources
Library

rs.org/resourcessupport/resource-library/

families and keep
providers up to date of
current and past
research conducted by
the feeding matters
organization.

Feeding
Matter
IPFDC

Feeding Matters. (n.d)
International
PFDconference
https://www.feedingmatte
rs.org/conference/

Feeding Matter’s
international pediatric
feeding disorder
conference provides
different forms of
education for
evaluation and
treatments of children
with feeding difficulty.

library has the latest
research, articles, videos,
book and handout. This
library resource is
essential because it’s a
great resource to
disseminate any new
finding or information.
This is a resource in which
there are different forms
of education, updates on
current and ongoing
research and a chance for
healthcare provider and
families to be educated on
different topics

External Information
Name of
Information or
Resource
National
Institutes of
Health

Data collection

APA Citation

Description of
Information or
Resource
National Institute of Health. (n.d).
The NIH is a search
Dissemination &
engine that funds
Implementation(D&I) Research.
medical research
https://prevention.nih.gov/research- conducting research
priorities/disseminationfor individuals with
implementation
various diagnosis
and disseminating
research findings to
individuals.
Calistus Mbachu. (2018,
This website
November 20). Six Methods of
discusses different
Data Collection.
forms of data
https://callygood.medium.com/6collection. Indicting
methods-of-data-collectiondifferent forms of
e946e993b930
data collection and
some methods to
use for collecting
data for research.

Brief Summary
of Focus of
Learning
The national
institute of
health has a tab
decided to
dissemination
and
implementation
of research.
There were six
different types
of data
collection. The
website covers
all the different
types from
literature
sources, survey,
interview,
observations,
document and
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and
dissemination
strategies
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Chapman, Pantoja, T.,
Kuchenmüller, T., Sharma, T., &
Terry, R. F. (2021). Assessing the
impact of knowledge
communication and dissemination
strategies targeted at health
policymakers and managers: an
overview of systematic reviews.
Health Research Policy and
Systems, 19(1), 140–140.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12961021-00780-4

This resource is a
scholarly article that
evaluates the
effectiveness of
knowledge
communication and
dissemination
intervention and
strategies.

records, and
experiment.
The research
indicts the
target audience
being policy
maker and
health
managers. It’s a
systemic review
that assess
different
communication
strategies,
dissemination
strategies and a
combination of
both.

Part 7: SWOT Analysis: Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats
Internal
Strengths
Good partnership to
encompass the
involvement of all
stakeholders.
Information
accessibility

Evaluating different
dissemination goals.

Access to various
studies of
dissemination
Access to various
methods to share
knowledge

Weaknesses
Not identifying the
target audience or
stakeholders early in
the research
Finding the
appropriate form is
dissemination for
target audience
Finding the expect
dissemination model
that works best for
stakeholders.
Possible studies that
relate to individuals
working with feeding
difficulties.
Using an accessible
scholarly strategy for
knowledge
translation

External
Opportunities
Stakeholder
engagement

Feeding Matters
provides resources to
both families and
healthcare providers
there are many
research articles and
studies conducted on
dissemination
There are a lot of
different forms of
research engines to
find studies
Networking with
different project
related to feeding
difficulties

Threats
Effective
communication
between researchers
and stakeholder.
Data sharing and
privacy policies.

lack of successful
stakeholder
engagement.
Research gaps or
limitation to current
studies.
The method of
knowledge translation
depends on the
stakeholder weather
it’s the families or
care givers. It has to
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be a method that
works best for both or
one of the
stakeholders.

Part 8: Preliminary Evidence Review on Populations, Interventions, & Programs
Feeding Matters wants/needs to: Know the best methods to share or disseminating research
results strategies, models and process for sharing research results in to help meet the needs of
families that have feeding difficulties.
Byrne. (2001). Disseminating and presenting qualitative research findings. AORN Journal.,
74(5), 731–732. https://doi.org/info:doi/
McCormack. (2013). Communication and dissemination strategies to facilitate the use of healthrelated evidence. Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, Department of Health and
Human Services.
Ross-Hellauer, Tennant, J. P., BanelytA, V., Gorogh, E., Luzi, D., Kraker, P., Pisacane, L.,
Ruggieri, R., Sifacaki, E., & Vignoli, M. (2020). Ten simple rules for innovative
dissemination of research. PLoS Computational Biology, 16(4), e1007704–e1007704.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1007704
Zhang, Su, C., Jin, Y., Goh, M., & Wu, Z. (2018). Cross-network dissemination model of public
opinion in coupled networks. Information Sciences, 451-452, 240–252.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2018.04.037
Feeding matters wants/needs: Dissemination /share research related information using the
model most relevant to their site and those serves
Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012). Bridging Research
and Practice: Models for Dissemination and Implementation Research. American Journal
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of Preventive Medicine, 43(3), 337–350. https://doiorg.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
Haywood, C., Martinez, G., Pyatak, E. A., & Carandang, K. (2019). Engaging Patient
Stakeholders in Planning, Implementing, and Disseminating Occupational Therapy
Research. The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 73(1), 7301090010p1–
7301090010p9. https://doi.org/10.5014/ajot.2019.731001
Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G. (2018). Getting the
Word Out: New Approaches for Disseminating Public Health Science. Journal of public
health management and practice : JPHMP, 24(2), 102–111.
https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
Feeding matters wants/needs: Understanding if the dissemination model used/applied was
effective in reaching families/children
Morales-Del-Castillo, Pedraza-Jimenez, R., Ruiz, A. A., Peis, E., & Herrera-Viedma, E.(2009).
A Semantic Model of Selective Dissemination of Information for Digital Libraries.
Information Technology and Libraries, 28(1), 21–30.
https://doi.org/10.6017/ital.v28i1.3169
Knoepke, Ingle, M. P., Matlock, D. D., Brownson, R. C., & Glasgow, R. E. (2019).
Dissemination and stakeholder engagement practices among dissemination &
implementation scientists: Results from an online survey. PloS One, 14(11), e0216971–
e0216971. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216971
Proctor, E. K., & Chambers, D. A. (2017). Training in dissemination and implementation
research: a field-wide perspective. Translational Behavioral Medicine, 7(3), 624–635.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-016-0406-8
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Initial Appraisal

Type of
article
APA
Reference

Abstract

Author

Publication
Date and
Citation
History
Stated
Purpose or
Research
Question
Author’s
Conclusion

Overview of Article
Overall Type: Review of Research Study
Specific Type: systematic review
Brownson, R. C., Eyler, A. A., Harris, J. K., Moore, J. B., & Tabak, R. G.
(2018). Getting the Word Out: New Approaches for Disseminating Public
Health Science. Journal of public health management and practice : JPHMP,
24(2), 102–111. https://doi.org/10.1097/PHH.0000000000000673
“The gap between discovery of public health knowledge and application in
practice settings and policy development is due in part to ineffective
dissemination. This article describes (1) lessons related to dissemination from
related disciplines (eg, communication, agriculture, social marketing, political
science), (2) current practices among researchers, (3) key audience
characteristics, (4) available tools for dissemination, and (5) measures of
impact. Dissemination efforts need to take into account the message, source,
audience, and channel. Practitioners and policy makers can be more effectively
reached via news media, social media, issue or policy briefs, one-on-one
meetings, and workshops and seminars. Numerous “upstream” and
“midstream” indicators of impact include changes in public perception or
awareness, greater use of evidence-based interventions, and changes in policy.
By employing ideas outlined in this article, scientific discoveries are more
likely to be applied in public health agencies and policy-making bodies”
(pg.102)
Credentials: PhD
Position and Institution: Brown School and School of Medicine Washington
University in St. Louis.
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: Unknown
Type of publication: Scholarly peer-reviewed journals
Publisher: Journal of public health management and practice
Date of publication: 2017
Cited By: 135
“This article describes (1) lessons related to dissemination from related
disciplines (eg, communication, agriculture, social marketing, political science),
(2) current practices among researchers, (3) key audience characteristics, (4)
available tools for dissemination, and (5) measures of impact” (pg.1)
“In disseminating their science to practice and policy audiences, public health
researchers are largely doing things the way they did them several decades ago
(journal articles and scientific meetings). These are important methods of
dissemination and yet they do not link well with the needs and communication
approaches that resonate with adopters (practitioners and policy makers). We
offer several ideas that are likely to result in more effective dissemination”
(pg.7)
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Overall Relevance of Article: Good
Rationale: This study is very important to my capstone question because it give
examples of different forms of disseminating knowledge and understanding
your audience and making sure to understand different communicational
approaches that can be taken.
Overall Quality of Article: Good
Rationale: Published in the last 5 years, difficult obtaining authors publication
history, Level I: Systemic Review
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: There are different forms of dissemination, and the study
was design to emphasize dissemination early in the research process.
Recommendation: N/A
This research study was conducted to assess the research gap that exists across
different areas of practice such as education, psychology, engineering, music
etc. The research study used different methods of disseminating or sharing
research findings such as passive dissemination to see what effective and
ineffective dissemination is. They also looked at the benefits of stakeholder
engagement and lastly, they looked at different ways to frame the message so
that it is more meaningful to the target audience. The research study also breaks
down the model of dissemination in research with four easy steps the channel is
what connects the source, message, and the audience/stakeholders.
This research was conducted to discover public health knowledge and the
application in different setting. The article describes five methods used in the
study starting with: “lessons related to dissemination from related disciplines
(eg, communication, agriculture, social marketing, political science), current
practices among researchers, key audience characteristics, available tools for
dissemination, and measures of impact. Dissemination efforts need to take into
account the message, source, audience, and channel”. The study demonstrates
the model of dissemination of research starting with the source, message, and
the audience and the entire dissemination is controlled by the channel which the
message is disseminated through. The channel provides strategies that can be
used to share research findings to the target audience. The different examples of
dissemination are news media such as the traditional media or other outlets
such as radio, TV, newspaper etc, social media, workshops and seminars, and
one-on-one meeting. The study focuses on the process of dissemination and the
importance of different methods of sharing research findings and the
communication process to reach the target audience. The study assesses through
different methods to assess the translation gap and look at different effective
and ineffective methods of disseminating research findings.

Overview of Article
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Overall Type: Primary Research Study (qualitative, quantitative, etc.)
Specific Type: Expert opinion of disseminating research.
Byrne, (2001). Disseminating and presenting qualitative research
findings. AORN Journal, 74(5), 731–732. https://doi.org/10.1016/S00012092(06)61775-4
“There are many different qualitative research methods. Regardless of the
method used, the final phase of the research process is disseminating the
findings. (1) There is an onus on nurse researchers to inform health care
providers and recipients about how their study contributes to advancing nursing
knowledge and practice. Research can reinforce knowledge or uncover new
information, and it is important to communicate either outcome to others. One
researcher reminds us that qualitative researchers must decide what story they
will tell and how they will tell it. (2) Generally, the findings of most qualitative
research studies are represented by themes, categories, labels, or schematic
models representing inductively derived theories” (pg.731).
Credentials: BSN, PhD
Position and Institution: University of West Georgia (retired)
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: Extensive
Type of publication: Scholarly peer-reviewed journals.
Publisher Elsevier Science Publishers
Date of publication: 2001
Cited By: 37
“The purpose of research is to generate knowledge. Regardless of whether
qualitative or quantitative research methods are implemented, research findings
must be communicated for knowledge to be used by health care providers or
recipients. Research knowledge commonly is disseminated verbally or in
writing” (pg. 1)
“Qualitative researchers must communicate findings from their research efforts
to inform the nursing community and so the findings can lead to improvements
in the quality of nursing care. Novice researchers should read the literature
available regarding qualitative research to find more specific strategies they can
use to facilitate dissemination of their findings. Any researcher, whether novice
or expert, should use other researchers and editors as resources when preparing
qualitative research findings for dissemination. Dissemination of research
findings is a critical component of the research process” (pg.2)
Overall Relevance of Article: Good
Rationale: This study is relevant to my capstone project because it shows the
importance of different forms of dissemination and the importance of knowing
your audience.

Overall Quality of Article: Moderate
Rationale: Author is an expert on this subject. Reputable journal & publishers.
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Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Recommendation: N/A

The reason for this research finding is to find different was to share qualitative
research finding. The study emphasizes on the importance of communication of
the outcome to stakeholders and all individuals involved. The study discusses
different strategies for sharing research findings. Verbal dissemination is a form
of presenting the research finding in a 10–90-minute presentation and tailoring
the message to the target audience. There is written dissemination which could
be published in different ways and lastly using a poster in a conference or
seminar. The study discusses the importance of sharing research finding and the
relevance to both the stakeholder/ audience and researchers. It’s essential to
also discuss the importance of communicating the research results no matter
what the study type is.
Disseminating and presenting qualitative research finding is a study conducted
effective methods of disseminating research results. Its essential to disseminate
research finding to communicate the outcome of any new finding or current
studies. The research finding discusses verbal dissemination. Which can happen
using different types of verbal dissemination, starting with any time of local,
regional, national or internal conference. There is also presenting in
professional research for 10-90 minute discussing dissemination and
implementation. In verbal dissemination your able to provide visual images or
handouts as a way to facilitate learning depending on the time frame of the
research study. There is also written dissemination which is able to utilize
different publication depending on the audience weather it’s a specific
publication or consumer education materials. Researchers are able to publish in
journals with different types of implication which includes, “methodological
implications, nursing practice implications, or health care consumer
implications”. The study discusses the importance of written dissemination and
different opportunities for publication. Lastly, there is poster which is
something that can be used in educational conference. Therefor it’s a resource
that helps researchers present posters provide visual aid to assist stakeholder
visuals the project.

Overview of Article
Overall Type: Conceptual or Theoretical Article
Specific Type: Case Study
Proctor, E. K., & Chambers, D. A. (2017). Training in dissemination and
implementation research: a field-wide perspective. Translational Behavioral
Medicine, 7(3), 624–635. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-016-0406-8
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“We report outcomes of an NIH-convened meeting on training for
dissemination and implementation (D&I) research, focused on accelerating
translation of research to healthcare practice. Participants included leaders of
current trainings, center directors, and those trained in existing programs. Given
the large proportion of D&I research focused on cancer control, mental health,
and substance abuse, participants overwhelmingly reflected the experiences and
challenges of gaining capacity in behavioral health-related D&I research. The
2-day meeting required participants to draw upon their experiences to help
build a field-wide perspective for D&I research training, identify resources
needed to support this perspective, and brainstorm gaps in training that needed
to be filled. Questions were sent to participants in advance, and responses were
synthesized and presented to discuss during the meeting. A preliminary Bfieldwide^ perspective emerged, spanning multiple disciplines, training models, and
career levels. Current programs face high demand, need for continued evolution
to reflect field advances, and sustainability challenges. Current gaps include
implementation practice and predoctoral training. Federal funding is key to
D&I research training, be it through grants or agency-led training programs, in
order to span and address specialized disease and disorder foci and career
tracks” (pg.624).
Credentials: PhD
Position and Institution: Professor, George Warren Brown School of Social
Work, Washington University, in ST. Louis, MO
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: Moderate
Type of publication: Scholarly peer-reviewed journals.
Publisher: Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health
Services Research
Date of publication: 2016
Cited By: 49
“This paper presents three of the meeting’s products: (1) an assessment of
current training opportunities, lessons, and challenges; (2) an initial
visualization of a Bfield-wide framework for training in dissemination and
implementation research; and (3) recommendations for advancing D&I research
training” (pg.2)
“The public health benefits of basic and clinical research depend on translating
intervention discoveries into real world settings. The D&I research field is
dedicated to fostering such translation, but training is key to the field’s
development and long-term realization of benefit. Training dissemination and
implementation researchers is a critical investment in improving the delivery of
evidence-based healthcare, so that a pool of well-trained researchers will be
prepared to test and discover strategies for increasing the reach of evidencebased interventions and their clinical effectiveness” (pg.10)
Overall Relevance of Article: Moderate
Rationale: The article discusses the outcome of NIH convened meeting on
different training for dissemination and implementation of research. the NIH is
also another resource to bed used in my capstone project.
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Overall Quality of Article: Moderate
Rationale: published within the past 10 years, established article,
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Recommendation: N/A

This study covers the outcome of the NIH-convened meeting on training
dissemination and implementation model. There were three meeting during the
training. There is a high need for training in the dissemination and
implementation model. The second reason was the lack of opportunity to assess
and look at the dissemination and implementation research. lastly the training
was a way to identify the different challenges and opportunity to advance the
field of dissemination and implementation science. The meeting agenda
followed three question: “What is a field-wide vision for training investigators
at multiple career stages in D&I re- search? What tools and resources are
needed to support this vision? And what gaps need to be filled to better train
future D&I scientists?”.
Training in dissemination and implementation research a field-wide perspective
is a study that discusses the outcome results of the NIH- convened meeting
which focused on training dissemination and implementation research. The
meeting product was to assess the current training opportunities, lessons, and
challenges, visualization of a “field-wide framework” in dissemination and
implementation research and lastly to make future recommendation for
advancing the dissemination and implementation research process. The article
discusses current training challenges. The primary goal of dissemination and
implementation research training is to improve and expand the research
process. As well as increasing the effective health intervention in dissemination
and implementation. The importance of training dissemination and
implementation research is to improve the method of delivery and improve the
communication process. The meeting agenda was center around three
questions: “What is a field-wide vision for training investigators at multiple
career stages in D&I re- search? What tools and resources are needed to support
this vision? And what gaps need to be filled to better train future D&I
scientists?”.
Overview of Article
Overall Type: Conceptual or Theoretical Article
Specific Type: unidentifiable
Tabak, R. G., Khoong, E. C., Chambers, D. A., & Brownson, R. C. (2012).
Bridging Research and Practice: Models for Dissemination and Implementation
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Research. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 43(3), 337–350.
https://doi-org.pearl.stkate.edu/10.1016/j.amepre.2012.05.024
“Context: Theories and frameworks (hereafter called models) enhance
dissemination and implementation (D&I) research by making the spread of
evidence-based interventions more likely. This work organizes and synthesizes
these models by (1) developing an inventory of models used in D&I research;
(2) synthesizing this information; and (3) providing guidance on how to select a
model to inform study design and execution. Evidence acquisition: This review
began with commonly cited models and model developers and used snowball
sampling to collect models developed in any year from journal articles,
presentations, and books. All models were analyzed and categorized in 2011
based on three author-defined variables: construct flexibility, focus on
dissemination and/or implementation activities (D/I), and the socioecological
framework (SEF) level. Five-point scales were used to rate construct flexibility
from broad to operational and D/I activities from dissemination-focused to
implementation-focused. All SEF levels (system, community, organization, and
individual) applicable to a model were also extracted. Models that addressed
policy activities were noted. Evidence synthesis: Sixty-one models were
included in this review. Each of the five categories in the construct flexibility
and D/I scales had at least four models. Models were distributed across all
levels of the SEF; the fewest models (n8) addressed policy activities. To assist
researchers in selecting and utilizing a model throughout the research process,
the authors present and explain examples of how models have been used.
Conclusions: These findings may enable researchers to better identify and
select models to inform their D&I work” (pg.1)
Credentials: PhD, RD
Position and Institution: Washington University in St. Louis WUSTL,
Prevention research center
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: Extensive
Type of publication: scholarly peer-reviewed journals.
Publisher: American Journal of Preventive Medicine
Date of publication: 2012
Cited By: 997
“This paper seeks to further D&I science by providing a narrative review of
models used in D&I research. D&I science is notably different from the simple
dissemination of research findings that occurs at the end of a study (e.g., a press
release, an issue brief, a peer-reviewed publication). Instead, D&I science seeks
to investigate and better understand the complex task of spreading ideas across
multiple levels of the socioecological framework (SEF), which may include
groups at the organizational and community levels” (pg.2)
“The current review suggests that much work remains to be done in the field of
D&I research. These findings need to be spread to not only D&I researchers but
also scientists who are less versed in D&I research. Non researchers would also
benefit from this knowledge, so they become aware of D&I science as a field
and how D&I researchers can help them deliver the best care to those they
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serve. As it was beyond the scope of this review to include models targeted at
practitioners, such models should be similarly inventoried and synthesized”
(pg.12)
Overall Relevance of Article: Good
Rationale: The article discussed dissemination and implementation of research
and its described using different terms like knowledge translation, knowledge
exchange, and knowledge utilization.

Overall Quality of Article: Good
Rationale: Published in the last 10 years, Cited by: 997, Difficult identifying
type of study.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line:
Recommendation: N/A
This study discusses the theories and framework to improve the process of
dissemination and implementation of research finding to assist and improve the
spread of evidence-based intervention. The dissemination and implementation
science seeks to better understand ways to improve different approaches of the
quality and effectiveness of health promotion and health services. The study is
further strengthened by the face validity and reliability Dissemination and
implementation model. there are limitations since this isn't a systemic review
it's difficult to make sure that all available models are included. The study
further discussed is the importance of selection model during the research
process in the need to select an appropriate model depending on the type of
research that is being contacted.
Bridging research and practice models for dissemination and implementation
research is a study that assesses how research products are translated to practice
and policy which affect the health the population. dissemination and
implementation of research findings is a term that's described as knowledge
translation, knowledge exchange and knowledge utilization. The study looks at
a total of 6 the mount models which are included in the review and each model
is looked at to see if its dissemination and/or implantation categories. As
researchers are considering a study that targets system, communities,
organizations, and/or individual level changes which they are able to select
models that include applications of each level. The studies are aimed at the
entire dissemination-to-implementation can be informed by models which look
at both dissemination and implementation research. The authors indicated that
the provided information of this study is something that can improve the
process of selecting an appropriate model for a D&I study. The author of the
study explained the selection of a model should occur as part of study planning
and design. With there being different model researchers are able to modify the
model to better fit the study being conducted.

DISSEMINATING RESEARCH FINDINGS

Type of
article
APA
Reference
Abstract

Author

Publication
Date and
Citation
History
Stated
Purpose or
Research
Question

103

Overview of Article
Overall Type: Systemic review
Specific Type: Unidentified
McCormack. (2013). Communication and dissemination strategies to facilitate
the use of health-related evidence. Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality, Department of Health and Human Services.
“Review methods. We used standard Evidence-based Practice Center methods
of dual review of abstracts, full-text articles, and abstractions, and quality
ratings and group consensus to resolve disagreements. We used group
consensus to grade strength of evidence.
Results. The search identified 4,152 articles (after removing duplicates) for all
three KQs. After dual review at the title/abstract stage and full-text review
stage, we retained 61 articles that directly (i.e., head to head) compared
strategies to communicate and disseminate evidence. Across the KQs, many of
the comparisons yielded insufficient evidence to draw firm conclusions. For
KQ 1, we found that investigators frequently blend more than one
communication strategy in interventions. For KQ 2, we found that, compared
with single dissemination strategies, multicomponent dissemination strategies
are more effective at enhancing clinician behavior, particularly for guideline
adherence. Key findings for KQ 3 indicate that evidence on communicating
overall strength of recommendation and precision was insufficient, but certain
ways of communicating directness and net benefit may be helpful in reducing
uncertainty.
Conclusions. The lack of comparative research evidence to inform
communication and dissemination of evidence, including uncertain evidence,
impedes timely clinician, patient, and policymaker awareness, uptake, and use
of evidence to improve the quality of care. Expanding investment in
communication, dissemination, and implementation research is critical to the
identification of strategies to accelerate the translation of comparative
effectiveness research into community and clinical practice and the direct
benefit of patient care” (pg. vi)
Credentials: Lauren McCormack, Ph.D., M.S.P.H.
Position and Institution: Campus Program Manager at PEAK6 Investments
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: moderate
Type of publication: Scholarly peer-reviewed journal
Publisher: Healthcare Research and Quality
Date of publication: 2013
Cited By: 139
“For purposes of our review, communication strategies fall into the broad area
of “health communication” and focus on making evidence interpretable,
persuasive, and actionable. The John M. Eisenberg Center for Clinical
Decisions and Communications Science translates AHRQ’s Comparative
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Effectiveness Review information to create a variety of materials ranging from
evidence summaries to decision aids and other products” (pg.13)
“In closing, this was the first systematic review that attempted to compare the
effectiveness of communication strategies and to look at communicating
uncertainty. Finding the appropriate “comparative” studies was challenging.
The number of eligible studies was more limited for KQ 1 and KQ 3, but more
substantial for KQ 2. Nonetheless, the review provides a helpful foundation in
setting the research agenda to address key gaps in the literature” (pg.149)
Overall Relevance of Article: Moderate
Rationale: overall this is an important article that discusses different strategies
for communication. As well as appropriate ways to communicate research
findings.

Overall Quality of Article: Good
Rationale: The study focuses on the effectiveness of communication,
dissemination, and implementation research. The review assesses the best
communication and dissemination evidence to inform healthcare decisions.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: There is a lack of comparative research evidence to
inform communication and dissemination of evidence. Therefore, the study
further examines the effectiveness of communication and dissemination
strategies.
This study looked at different parts focused on promoting decision about
health-related behaviors between patients and healthcare professionals. The
study evaluated the cooperative effectiveness of communication techniques and
dissemination strategies. The review explains the evidence report summarizing
different research that are more easily accessible I evidence translators, health
educators, patients, and clinicians and more likely to be used to influence
individual decisions, change practice, and inform future research. Some
important information this review used to select is neded communication
techniques such as tailoring the message, targeting the message to audience
segment, using narrative and framing the message. Each section used to
improve communication focuses on ways to tailor the message, how the
message is conveyed and what are ways to design the communication.
This systemic review has three components related and focused on the
enhancement of communication. To start it’s important to focus on different
ways to promote informed decision, addressing the comparative effectiveness
of communicating evidence and formatting so its increases the like hood that
targets audience. To look at the comparativeness of different approach’s in
disseminating evidence and the target audience that is expected to use it. Lastly
the study looks at the comparative effectiveness of different of communication
uncertainty and how it’s associated with health-related evidence for different
audience, evidence translator, health educator and patients and clinicians. The
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study assess different communication strategies and ways of promoting the use
of health care evidence and what are some effective ways of tailoring the
message to the target audience. The article also discussed the importance of
using native and what the best method of communication deliver is. It further
explained how uncertain evidence effects healthcare evidence to patient and
clinicians. When examining evidence and the source of evidence its important
to look the overall strength of the evidence, risk of bias, consistency, precision,
directness of the study, net benefit, applicability of the study and the overall
strength of recommendation. The study further discusses the dissemination
evidence to clinician, evidence to patient, evidence to patients and clinicians.
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Overview of Article
Overall Type: Conceptual Article
Specific Type: unidentified.
Ross-Hellauer, Tennant, J. P., BanelytA, V., Gorogh, E., Luzi, D., Kraker, P.,
Pisacane, L., Ruggieri, R., Sifacaki, E., & Vignoli, M. (2020). Ten simple rules
for innovative dissemination of research. PLoS Computational Biology, 16(4),
e1007704–e1007704. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1007704
“How we communicate research is changing because of new (especially digital)
possibilities. This article sets out 10 easy steps researchers can take to
disseminate their work in novel and engaging ways, and hence increase the
impact of their research on science and society” (pg.1).
Credentials: PhD
Position and Institution: Tony Ross-Hellauer is leader of the Open and
Reproducible Research Group (ORRG) at TU Graz and Senior Researcher at
Know-Center.
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: moderate
Type of publication: Scholarly peer-reviewed journal
Publisher: Unknown
Date of publication: 2020
Cited By: 35
“The emergence and inclusion of new or previously excluded stakeholders or
communities are also reshaping the purposes of dissemination as well as the
scope and nature of its audiences” (pg.2)
“We recognize that researchers are usually already very busy, and we do not
seek to pressurize them further by increasing their burdens. Our
recommendations, however, come at a time when there are shifting norms in
how researchers are expected to engage with society through new technologies.
Researchers are now often partially evaluated based on such, or expected to
include dissemination plans in grant applications. We also do not want to
encourage the further fragmentation of scholarship across different platforms
and ‘silos’, and therefore we strongly encourage researchers to be highly
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strategic in how they engage with different methods of innovative
dissemination. We hope that these simple rules provide guidance for
researchers and their future projects, especially as the tools and services
available evolve through time. Some of these suggestions or platforms might
not work across all project types, and it is important for researchers to find
which methods work best for them.” (pg.10)
Overall Relevance of Article: Moderate
Rationale: The study is a great resource to researchers looking at different
forms of dissemination. The study gives ideas and benefits of dissemination
strategies.

Overall Quality of Article: Moderate
Rationale: The study explained the different forms of dissemination research.
The study discusses different strategies and steps to guide how to successful
disseminate research findings.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: This could be a resourceful study because it gives
different types of dissemination study and what effective methods are used for
different audience.
This study focuses on communication research methods. It follows a total of 10
steps for researchers to follow to disseminate their research findings and
improving communication for research results. The study indicates the process
of virtual articles and networking technologies. The ten steps for research
improve the innovative dissemination practice in the research for different
audiences. The goal for this study is to give stakeholder or audience different
tool based on their audience, skills, and lastly what the requirements are for
research. The benefit for researchers is to increase different social impact of the
research findings. The article explained widespread dissemination of research,
researchers value and look at the outputs of journal articles, books, as well as
conference presentation.
The study “ten simple rules for innovative dissemination of research” was
conducted to assess different forms of ten steps researchers are able to take to
disseminate their research findings. Scholarly articles have shifted from paper
format to more digital format. Digital dissemination is something that can
happen in different ways. There are different forms of traditional dissemination
such as social media, the use of blogs, wiki, and other “open notebook science”
that can be available to clinicians and patients. The 10 steps of innovative
dissemination for researchers are get the basics right, keep the right profile,
encourage participation, open science for impact, remix traditional outputs, go
live, think visual, respect diversity, find the right tool, and evaluate. Despite the
different changes in communication technologies and models there are some
organizational aspects of disseminating. Its important to map your audience,
targeting and framing the message to best fit the message, and create a
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dissemination plan. With digital dissemination going live can be more then
sharing finding in a conference, researchers are able to use ted talks, YouTube
channels and other forms of digital dissemination. Lastly the need for
evaluation is required for researcher to see if the method of dissemination is
effective; utilize things such as questionnaire, interviews, observation and
assessment is something that can be useful to measure the impact.
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Overview of Article
Overall Type: Review of Research Study
Specific Type: case study
Zhang, Su, C., Jin, Y., Goh, M., & Wu, Z. (2018). Cross-network dissemination
model of public opinion in coupled networks. Information Sciences, 451-452,
240–252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2018.04.037
“In a coupled network system, information can be sourced and disseminated in
many ways. In this study, we investigate the diffusion effect of information in a
coupled social network environment, using two new node states to augment
information dissemination. Using an improved SIR model, this paper posits that
a coupled network comprises two categories of nodes, independent spreaders
and cross-network spreaders, which participate in the pro- cess of information
spreading. The independent spreaders act as a source for information, leading to
a higher spreading probability and a wider spreading scope. The cross-network
spreaders transfer the spreading onto another network. Our simulation result
using syn- thetic data suggests that the environment of the coupled social
network affects the diffu- sion of information and information diffusion has a
prolonged relaxation time due to these nodes. Further, we analyze the data
collected from Weibo and WeChat of an actual news event to visualize the
information spread process in the cross-network dissemination case of public
opinion, and show that our improved SIR model provides a good fit to explain
the data” (pg.1)
Credentials: physiologies (N/A for credentials)
Position and Institution: Fourth Military Medical University
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: limited.
Type of publication: Peer-reviewed
Publisher: Elsevier
Date of publication: 2018
Cited By: 40
“This paper proposes a public opinion dissemination model of a coupled
network based on the traditional infectious disease model, and analyzes the
influence of the horizontal and longitudinal dissemination of online information
under a coupled network environment. Scholars have applied similar epidemiclike models in a social context such as the studies on excess weight and tax
evasion dynamics” (pg.241).
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“The existing information dissemination model assumes that information is
disseminated within a closed single network, which is inconsistent with the
reality of the public opinion dissemination environment, and the coupled
network system can better describe the reality network. Based on the SIR
model, the coupled network forces are abstracted into the new types of nodes I1
and I3 to augment the information dissemination, and the SI3R model is
established based on the fact that public opinion is transmitted across the
network in a coupled network environment. In addition, through mathematical
modeling and simulation, we show that the model can describe and simulate the
process of public opinion dissemination in a coupled network environment. The
simulation suggests that the emergence of the new types of nodes prolongs the
relaxation time of information dissemination. The emergence of the
independent dissemination nodes, which accelerates the spread of public
opinion, expands the scope of public opinion spread. On the contrary, a crossnetwork dissemination node retards public opinion dissemination. The coupled
network system can describe a real network environment more closely. Moving
forward, further research can explore the coupled network system and the
interaction between the network layers in the coupled network system” (pg.252)
Overall Relevance of Article: poor
Rationale: the study assesses information in a couple social network
environment and examined the cross-network dissemination case event to
visual the process of spread information to the public.

Overall Quality of Article: moderate
Rationale: This is a scholarly article that focuses on public opinion and
assessing ways to improve the dissemination
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: There are different modes of dissemination that can be
useful to the public. Internet users are able to obtain news feed and daily
information online and utilize social networking to spread knowledge.
Social networking and open information has become a popular way of sharing
and now users are able to spread research findings as well as any information
through different platforms. With better Internet technology online users are
able to acquire information weren't easily in different social networks. There
are many different networks that the public is able to gain information and
spread information as well as uploading and information that is necessary to
current and past the research findings. Dissemination model indicates that
information is disseminated in close single networks.
The study discussed the process of online social networking and the popular
opinion of social network to share interest, acquire information and discussing
common topics. The main reason of dissemination mode of public opinion and
online networking is something that internet users can use to obtain news feed
and daily information online. There are different cross-network dissemination
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models of public opinion and In a coupled network environment, multiple
network platforms founded on the same topic of public opinion disseminate
information at the same time. The information currently present in
dissemination model assumes information is disseminated in a close single
network which is something that is inconsistent with the reality of the public
opinion in the dissemination environment.
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Author

Overview of Article
Overall Type: Case-Study
Specific Type: systematic review of case study.
Haywood, C., Martinez, G., Pyatak, E. A., & Carandang, K. (2019). Engaging
Patient Stakeholders in Planning, Implementing, and Disseminating
Occupational Therapy Research. The American Journal of Occupational
Therapy, 73(1), 7301090010p1–7301090010p9
“Patients are experts on their own lives and the ways in which an illness, injury,
or disability affects their health, activity, and quality of life. With its
longstanding foundations in participatory action research, patient engagement
has been gaining momentum across health care and related research. This
momentum is supported by investments from several key research and federal
policy–related organizations, including the Patient-Centered Outcomes
Research Institute, National Institutes of Health, and Agency for Healthcare
Research and Quality. Occupational therapy practitioners are uniquely
positioned to champion patient collaborations. In this article, we discuss ways
in which patient perspectives can be embraced in occupational therapy research,
and we share insights from a research planning collaborative with adolescents
and young adults that was led by occupational therapy researchers” (pg.1).
Credentials: PhD, OT
Position and Institution: Postdoctoral Fellow, Northwestern University
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Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: Moderate
Type of publication: scholarly peer-reviewed journals.
Publisher: The American Journal of Occupational Therapy
Date of publication: 2018
Cited By: 7
“With this momentum for patient engagement in the research and policy
environment, our purpose in this article is to discuss the ways in which patient
perspectives may be embraced in occupational therapy research. We explore
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how occupational therapy practitioners and researchers are uniquely suited to
collaborate with patients and other stakeholders” (pg.2)
“Patient engagement in research directly aligns with values that support and
inform patient-centered care. Patients have expertise on their own lives and on
how an illness or disability affects health, activity, and quality of life.
Moreover, patients provide insider perspectives on ways to reach their
communities to communicate ideas and effect positive change. Given
occupational therapy’s longstanding commitment to empowering patients,
involving patients as partners in research development and implementation is a
natural next step in advancing the impact of occupational therapy and the wider
health care field. There are many accompanying challenges, such as identifying
common objectives, defining individual roles, and navigating dynamics of
power and representation. However, these issues can be resolved with open
communication and thoughtful collaboration. At a time when patient
engagement is being recognized as a critical component of research,
occupational therapy should be leading the way” (pg.7)
Overall Relevance of Article Good
Rationale: article that discuss the importance of occupational therapy
practitioners and effective ways for patient collaboration and disseminating
knowledge.

Overall Quality of Article: Moderate
Rationale: Relevant to research question, completed within the past year.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: the study examines the importance of patient engagement
and the relevance of implementation and dissemination.
The study focuses on the expectation of patient engagement and the importance
of patient engagement to improve their quality of life. Patient engagement in
research is needed because it values the supports and inform patient centered
care. the article stresses that patients are experts on their own lives and illness
or disability that affects their health and ways to improve their quality of life.
The study further explained that patients give a different perspective on
different ways to reach their communities to communicate different ideas and
the positive effects. There are some challenges identifying common objective
such as individual roles, navigating dynamic of power and representation.
However, the study indicts some of those issues are able to be resolved with
open communication and collaboration between healthcare providers and
patients.
The study “engaging patient stakeholders in planning implementing and
disseminating occupational therapy research” discusses patient-centered
outcome research, national institute of health and agency for healthcare
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research and qualities. The articles discuss various ways that patient’s
perspective can embrace in the occupational therapy research process by
sharing research planning collaborative. To further explain patients are experts
of their own experience the study aimed to connect patient partners with
different audience interest in healthcare research. The study explained the
importance of healthcare team advocating for patient engagement through
professional networking and through social media and digital publication as a
form of effective dissemination. Patient partners learned about research
development, funding, dissemination, and strategies to use their voice to
enhance their healthcare experience. Researchers assessed different ways to
cultivate patient partnerships and learned challenges which can emerge in daily
life of patients. Patient partners also interested in advocacy and personal and
professional growth therefor to support this, the study made a toolkit of
resources relating to professional development, advocacy, patient organizations,
and research. The project, patient partners gained experience in public
speaking, professional networking, and writing. They gained new skills that
were added to professional resume ́s and contributed to career goals.
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Overview of Article
Overall Type: Theoretical Article
Specific Type: Unidentified
Morales-Del-Castillo, Pedraza-Jimenez, R., Ruiz, A. A., Peis, E., & HerreraViedma, E.(2009). A Semantic Model of Selective Dissemination of
Information for Digital Libraries. Information Technology and Libraries, 28(1),
21–30. https://doi.org/10.6017/ital.v28i1.3169
“In this paper we present the theoretical and methodological foundations for the
development of a multi-agent Selective Dissemination of Information (SDI)
service model that applies Semantic Web technologies for specialized digital
libraries. These technologies make possible achieving more efficient
information management, improving agent–user communication processes, and
facilitating accurate access to relevant resources. Other tools used are fuzzy
linguistic modelling techniques (which make possible easing the interaction
between users and system) and natural language processing (NLP) techniques
for semiautomatic thesaurus generation. Also, RSS feeds are used as “current
awareness bulletins” to generate personalized bibliographic alerts” (pg.1).
Credentials: PhD
Position and Institution: Universidad de Granada
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: limited.
Type of publication: scholarly peer-reviewed
Publisher: Open Journal System
Date of publication: 2009
Cited By: 50
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“We present a recommendation and SDI model, implemented as a service of a
specialized digital library (in this case, specialized in library and informa- tion
science), that can increase the accuracy of accessing information and the
satisfaction of users’ information needs on the Web” (pg.1)
“Libraries are moving services (like SDI) to the Web. Combining Semantic
Web technologies with NLP techniques and fuzzy linguistic techniques favours
the development of improved SDI services that are capable of offering accurate
information according to users’ needs. The Semantic Web has a common data
model and syntax that guarantee the interoperability of resources
(independently of the platform), thus making easier the establishment of
exchange and collaborative networks between digital libraries. Furthermore,
these technologies make it possible to considerably improve the communication
processes between agents and between users and agents” (pg.8)
Overall Relevance of Article: Moderate
Rationale: The article discusses the importance of presenting the theoretical and
methodological foundation for the developing of a multi-agent selective
dissemination of information service model.

Overall Quality of Article: Moderate
Rationale: the study discusses the selective dissemination of information model
and it’s a model built on a multi-agent framework.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: The relevance of this article to my capstone project
because it examines different types of dissemination model.
This study examines some challenges faced by information system at libraries
or on the web. The typical physical library has been proposed to try mitigating
the issue by including the selective dissemination of information (SDI) service
model. The study presents a recommendation and SDI model, implementing a
service of specialized digital library. The progressive incorporation of new
information and communication technologies different information services and
the use of the internet to diversify of resources. The semantic web works best
with information written in the natural language. The sematic SDI service
model for digital libraries includes two agenda to distribute in a four-level
hierarchical architecture which is the user level, interface level, task level and
resource level.
The “semantic model of selective dissemination of information for digital
libraries” is a study that assess the selective dissemination of information (SDI)
to further assess web technologies for specialized digital libraries. This model is
made on a multi-agent framework, close to the reason that applies to sematic
web technologies within the specific domain of specialized digital libraries to
enhance information management and improve agent to agent and user to agent
communication. Some things that hinder the communication process is the way
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information is often presented or represented. The representation of information
makes it difficult to reuse the information in different processes or application.
The possible solution of these difficulty is to represent information using a
common vocabulary and data model which can be easily accessible and
understood by everyone. The semantic web project takes the idea of developing
a universal platform to exchange and spread information. This semantic web
project tries to expand the model of current standard language which enable the
description of web resources to make them semantically accessible. The study
further discussed a future plan of further research by focusing on the
development of integrated application which makes possible following the
method of describe the work.

Type of
article
APA
Reference

Abstract

Overview of Article
Overall Type: Primary Research Study
Specific Type: survey research
Knoepke, Ingle, M. P., Matlock, D. D., Brownson, R. C., & Glasgow, R. E.
(2019). Dissemination and stakeholder engagement practices among
dissemination & implementation scientists: Results from an online survey. PloS
One, 14(11), e0216971–e0216971.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216971
Introduction
There has been an increasing focus on disseminating research findings, but less
about practices specific to disseminating and engaging non-researchers. The
present project sought to describe dissemination practices and engagement of
stakeholders among dis- semination & implementation (D&I) scientists.
Methods
Methods to disseminate to and engage non-research stakeholders were assessed
using an online survey sent to a broad, diverse sample of D&I scientists.
Results
Surveys were received from 210 participants. The majority of respondents were
from university or research settings in the United States. (69%) or Canada
(13%), representing a mix of clinical (28%) and community settings (34%).
26% had received formal training in D&I. Respondents indicated routinely
engaging in a variety of dissemination-related activities, with academic journal
publications (88%), conference presentations (86%), and reports to funders
(74%) being the most frequent. Journal publication was identified as the most
impactful on respondents’ careers (94%), but face-to-face meetings with
stakeholders were rated as most impactful on practice or policy (40%).
Stakeholder involvement in research was common, with clinical and
community-based researchers engaging stakeholder groups in broadly similar
ways, but with critical differences noted between researchers with greater
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seniority, those with more D&I training, those based in the United States vs.
Canada, and those in community vs. clinical research settings.
Conclusions
There have been increases in stakeholder engagement, but few other practices
since the 2012 survey, and some differences across subgroups. Methods to
engage different stake- holders deserve more in-depth investigation. D&I
researchers report substantial misalignment of incentives and behaviors related
to dissemination to non-research audiences.
Credentials: PhD
Position and Institution: University of Colorado School of Medicine
Publication History in Peer-Reviewed Journals: extensive
Type of publication: peer-reviewed journals
Publisher: Plose public health open journal
Date of publication: 2019
Cited By: 22
“The purposes of this current project were to: 1) conduct a survey conceptually
similar to the Brownson et al. 2012 survey by characterizing current practices
among D&I researchers regarding research dissemination to non-research
audiences” (pg.3)
“Despite limited incentives for dissemination to non-research audiences, D&I
researchers engage in a variety of strategies. There has been increased use of
some, but not all strategies since 2012, and greater in depth and multi-level
stakeholder engagement. Greater understanding of which dissemination
strategies are most effective for what purposes and how to increase and sustain
effective strategies is important to facilitate more rapid and successful
translation of research to practice.” (pg.10)
Overall Relevance of Article: Moderate
Rationale: The study looks at the dissemination process and engaging a nonresearcher audience however focusing less on specific practice.

Overall Quality of Article: Good
Rationale: The study looks at the recommended dissemination. practice to reach
non-researcher audience.
Question: What are best practices for disseminating qualitative research results
to early intervention team working with children that have feeding disorders?
Clinical Bottom Line: this study focuses on meaningful engagement of patient
community, stakeholder in research from different organization such as PCIRU
and NIH etc.
This study explains the importance of spreading evidence-based intervention to
the target audience through different challenges. As well as the need to link
research findings to practitioners who are able to implement them. while
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assessing how those are able to lead to the benefit of individuals in the
community it applies to. The use of different dissemination practices to nonresearch audience can be described as meeting, open publication etc. the
participants in the study were recruited to take part of an online. The study
examined preferred sources of information and the difference between
researchers and practitioner because researchers are often urged to go beyond
the academic publication and presentation at major professional conference.
The study had some limitation such as the inability to determine a retune rate
given the unknown overlaps amongst recruitment sources etc.
Dissemination and stakeholder engagement practices among dissemination
implementation scientist: result from an online survey focuses on disseminating
research finding and does not focus more on specific disseminating and
engaging non-researchers. The study received 210 participants and stakeholder
involvement in research was common in the clinical and community-based
researcher engagement. The study indicts that the publication on dissemination
has increased throughout the years however the unknown is the extent to which
the amount of evidence based and best practices amongst dissemination and
implementation researcher has increased. The participant respondent routinely
engages in different forms of dissemination related activity in academic
journals and conference. The different types of dissemination activities they
participated in is publication in academic journals, face to face meeting with
stakeholder etc. The study indicating some limitation such at the difficulty to
determine a return rate with the amount of unknown overlap among the
recruitment sources and the unknown number of researchers receiving
invitation.
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Appendix C: Surveys
How The Report Card Met Feeding Matters Criteria
For each of the question below, highlight the response that best characterizes how you feel about
the statement, where: 1= Strongly Agree, 2= Agree, 3= Disagree, 4= Strongly Disagree

Questions

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

The information in the EI report card was appropriately
communicated in a way that is understood.

1

2

3

4

The information was properly represented visually in the EI
report card, and other images on landing page.

1

2

3

4

The logo meets the branding guidelines

1

2

3

4

The color palette meets the branding guidelines

1

2

3

4

The image consistence/inclusivity meets the branding
guidelines

1

2

3

4

The report card was defined and explained, and easily
understood

1

2

3

4

The information provided in the EI report is useful to early
intervention programs in different states.

1

2

3

4

The information in the EI report card has raised awareness about what PFD is and if
assessment/screening capture feeding issues in different states?
Is there anything missing from the EI report card that needs to be added?
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How The Landing Page met Feeding Matters Criteria
For each of the question below, highlight the response that best characterizes how you feel about
the statement, where: 1= Strongly Agree, 2= Agree, 3= Disagree, 4= Strongly Disagree
Questions

Strongly
Agree

Agree

The landing page accurately captures the information early
intervention providers are seeking.

1

2

3

4

The landing page is user-friendly and easily understood by
healthcare professionals and families

1

2

3

4

The information in the landing page is readable and
decipherable to the target audience.

1

2

3

4

The EI report card, and information needed about Pediatric
feeding disorder is easy to find in the landing page

1

2

3

4

Is there anything missing on the landing page that needs to be added?

Please describe what you see as the key strengths of the landing page

Disagree Strongly
Disagree
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